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| od cunt; ſeldom work on a Men of Wit and 1 when 
theyhave once engaged themſelves i in a contrary ry Opinion. 


| the Grown i in n St 


My Hobbs. 


we have 2s ines Reaſon to > be farkfied with our Notion of 
Immaterial Spirit, as with our Notion of Bod) ; and the 
Exiſtence of the One, as well as the Other. For it ing 


rate and independent from Solidity, than it is a Contrad i- 


Ideas in us, of Thinking, as of Solidity ; I know not 
why we may not as well allow a Thinking thing without 
Solidity, that is, Immaterial, to exiſt ;- as a Solid thing 


[ without Thinking, that. is, Matter, to exiſt. Ar Locks | 
* . N Ch. 23. 932 5 ny 
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ction that Solidity ſhould exiſt ſeparate and independent 
from e they being Both but Simple Ideas, indepen-| 
| | dent one from anorher ; And having as clear and diſtinct 
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no more a Contradiftion chat Thinking ſhould exiſt-ſepa-] T 
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ARGUMENT, 5 


8. 1 BR; 
N my aſk 3 3 my 


us in ſo clear a Light, that there 
mM . would have been no need of any 
new Debate, or of giving our Rea- 
ders any further trouble in this Matter. 


zut ſeeing, you have found out a ſeemingly 
new Diſtinction, by which you ſtill indea- 


| our to evade the Force of the Argument; 


UW ed extremely ſlight, yet ſeeing you have 
Wovght fit to inſiſt upon it in ſuch a man- 
ger, as if you your (elf really believed there 
Fas ſome strength and Weight in it; I 
pl indeavour to gratify the ſincere Des ire 

u profeſs. to have of diſeovering tlie 


ruth, by ſhowing/chrefty the ; 


ſelf I had ſet the Queſtion between 


ind, though your Evaſion ſeems to Me in- | 


9 


and inconcluſiveneſs of what you have ad- 
vanced i in your Reſtexionr. ö . 


In * to prove that Thinking « cannot 
poſſibly be a Quality or Power of Matter; 
I ſaid that all the Qualities or Powers, 
vhich either Are in Matter, whether they 
be known or unknown ; or are vulgarly 
Aſcribed to it; muſt 1 neceſſity be either 

/f. Real Qualities, truly and properly 
inhering in the Subject to which, t 
aſcribed: Such as are Magnitude an "Mo 
tion in Matter. Theſe are always the Sums 
or Aggregates of Powers or Qualities of the 
ſame Kind, inhering diſtinctly in the ſeve- 
ral Parts of the Material Subject. Which 
not — true of Thinking, tis manifeſt 
that Thinking cannot be a Power or Quali- 
ty of this Sort, +I in a Fyſtem tf 
Matter. | 
Or 2dl Qualities, not really rolicring ſi 
in the bj & to which they are uſually 
aſcribed, but being indeed Modes excitedÞl 
and refiding i in ſome other Subject: Such 
as are Colours, Sounds, and all thoſe which 
are commonly called the Senfible F 
of Matter. Theſe do not exiſt at all in 
That Sabject to which they are uſually aA 
ſcribed ; but in ſome Other Subjed 2 
And This alſo not being applicable tq P 
Thinking, tis manifeſt therefore that I hin- 7 
ing cannot be a Power or Quality of #h © 
3 in a Material Subject. Ol 
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. | or 34h). Qualities, not really inhering 
- | in any Subject at all, but being mere Ab. 
I ſtract Names, or external Denominations 
to exprefs certain complex Ideas framed in 


our Imagination ; or certain general, ex- 
trinfick, ind relative Effects, produced up- 
on particular Syſtems of Matter by foreign 
Agents; or certain Diſpoſitions of the par- 


the pro 
are Magnetiſm, Electricity, Attraction, Re- 


flexibility,” Refrangibility, and the like. 


1s | Theſe. have no real exiſtence by way of 
be | proper inhering, in Any Subject. Which 
e- {likewiſe ſince it cannot be ſaid of Thinking, 
tis manifeſt that Thinbing cannot be a Pow- 


* 


Kind neither. 


co 


You grant that Thinkizg, for the Rea- 
ſons I urged, cannot be a Power or Qua- 
lity of any of Theſe Kinds: But you Di- 

2:1gniſh upon the Firſt Sort; and allege, 
S That there are fome Real Qualities, tru- 
Ny and properly inhering in the Subject to 
which they are aſcribed ; which yet are 
Inot, like Magnitude and Motion, Sums or. 
Aggregates of Powers or Qualities of the 


ef fame kind, inhering diltin@tly in the ſeveral | 


Parts of the Subject: And that therefore 
Thinking, though it be not an Aggregate 
Jef Powers of the ſame Kind, may yet ne- 

een x. 3 os 
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r | ticular 1 7575 of Matter, requiſite towards 
Y ucing of thoſe Effects. Such as 
E 

J- 
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er or Quality in a Material Syſtem, of zhie, 
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HO be A Real Quality inhering in in 
r 2 
That „ IRIS „ or eee 
Individual Modes, are ſuch real inherent. | 
Qualitics, reſiding, ina 8 yſtem of Matter, 


without inhering diginetly in its ſeveral | | 
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which you acknowledge to be the Sums of 


Parts. 


cular Figures in Bodies, ſuch 25 Roundneſs 
or Squareneſs ;, and particular or individual 


in like manner, not being an Aggregate of 
Powers of the ſame Kind, may yet inhere | 
in a Syſtem of Matter, as one of theſe Na- 


| ts As 99 e hh 4 1 * not hs 


Parts; in contradiſtinction to Generical | 
Powerd, ſuch as Magnitude and Motion, 


the Magnitudes and Motions of the ſeveral | 


. W _ 


That, for Inſtance, the Power of the Eye, 
to contribute to the AGF of Seeing; the Po- 
er of a Cloct, to ſhaw the hour of the Day; 
the Power of a Muſical Inſtrument, to pro- 
duce in us harmonious Sounds; the parti- 


K 


Modes of Motion , are ſuch Numerical Pow- 
ers, not at all reſulting from any Powers 
of the. ſame. Kind inhering in the Parts of 
the Syſtem :. And that Thinking therefore 


— My. ſy 7. 80 = 
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OY or Individual Modes of ſome Gene- 
rical Power. 9 

"That, upon this Sunpoſi tion, of I 3 
being a Numerical Mode of ſome . ain 
Power of Matter; it may be conceived, | 
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2 
«| Ks of the Roundine ſes of the PN nor the 
Sfuareneſe of a Body, the Sum of the | 
4 Squareneſſes of the Parts ; nor the Power bf @ pag. 19: 
| Mufical. Inſtrument to 22 an harmonious 
| | Sond, the Sum of Powers 0 FA the Jame'Kind ' © 
I the parts ſengly conſtdered ; nor any par- 
„ ticular,” Mode of, Motion, the Sum of the 
f. | fame Modes of Motion in all the ſeveral 
Parts; So the Conſciouſneſs that 7nheres in n paz. 20; 
Syſtem o 1 175 may yet not be #he Sun of 
the Conſcionſneſſes of the Patty. ov. 
- * That the Ar che therdfate" dd 
from Conſciouſneſs 157 0 being made up of 
eweral Conſeiouſmeſſ zeſſes, concludes no more paz. 25. 
againſt, the poſlibility of its reſiding in a 
Syſtem. of Matter; than the like Argument 
would conclude againſt the poſſubility of the » 
Exiſtence F Roundneſs, or oy; other” Nu- pag. 25. 

merical Mode, i» 4 Body. & 

For Roundneſs #0 more conſt is of ſeveral pag. 25. 
Roundneſſes, than Thinking or Conſe Tronſmeſs 
does of vera! Conſcios neſſes. 
f And Roundneſs i 75, as ſpecifically different pas. 25. 
rom other Figures of which it may be com- 
Poſed, 4 Conſeionſmeſe. ir from 4 Circular 
rin. | - 
So that Senſation may be coe wei to be pat 32. 
al in the Parts of an Animal's Body, juſt 4 
d., Ronndmneſs *in the Parts that compoſe 4 
Mound Body. Each Part has as much of Fen- 
ſation, 2 wh conſidered 3 as each part of 4 
Round 


Rowkd, Body, * f Fairs, Aud WS; 
the Parts are duly diſpoſed, whole Thinking | 
To. ir perfor med,. as whole Rounaneſs exiſte by | 14 
LL. the Conjunition of parts: .. 15 
7. „ For Canſcioufneſs, being /i ppoſid "ts be ;| 

real Numerical Power, ſuch as Round ape 13 
muy reſult from the Compoſition f different 
Qualitiet, as. Roundne 's does from different 
Species of Figure : An Is conſe quently a nem 
Quality in - 4 Same Subjed, *, a different. 

Kind or Species from all the component Vie | 

 lities. conſidered together. | 

$g. 56. } Wherefore, though Conſciouſs 75 be a real 
| Q ality, and different from all other Quali- 
ties, whether known 8 unknown, which art 

| themſelves acknowledged to be void of Confes 
. ouſneſs ; yet it ma reſult from ſuch Quali 
ties as. ſingly conſide 22 red are ey 77 7 
zeſs ; In like manner as Round neſ is 4 feal 
| Quality ſpecificall ly different from other Qua 
ities void of 3 and yet ay. be Hh 
reſult or 2 ſtion o 4. Qualitiet. 

page 19, That Fo $i S may be conſidered 8 
22 & 25. particularly, as an individual Mode or Sel 1 
cies of Motion. } 
For, as nothing more goes to the Seb 3 
tion of Roundneſi, than the Conjunct ion of 
ſeveral particles not fengly endued with Round) 
zeſs ; ſo, upon This Suppoſetion, nothinWir. 
more needs go to the Power of Thinking, thaſſth. 


. the Conj unction of ſeveral RAE Wh cage 
| edis 22 
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This, if under 700 aright; i the 
Sum and full ' Strength of what you have 
urged in your Reflextons. "AT 
And to This, 1 anſwet as follows! ENG 


- ** Iv 
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It is abſolutely impoſſible inal an 1 
Contradiction, that any Real Quality 
ſnould truly and properly inhere in a Syſtem 
of Matter, without being the Sum or Ag⸗ 
gregate of a Number of Powers or Quali- 
ties, reſiding diſtinctly in the ſeveral Parts 
of the Syſtem, and being always of the Jame 
Kind with the Whole that reſults from 
them. For, as the Subſtance it ſelf of a Sy- 


Aſtem of Matter, is nothing but the Sum of 
all icè Parts, exiſtirig diſtinly and indepen- 


dently from each other ; and the Whole 


r " cannot bnt be of the ſame Kind with the 
Parts that conſtitute it: So no Power or 
red Quality of the Subſtance can be any thing 


104 
ha) 


EACH 


elſe, but the Sum or Aggregate of the Pow- 
ers of the ſeveral Parts; and That Sum or 


ggregate, without a Creation of Some- 


3 hing cut of Nothing, cannot but be of the 


ame Kind with the Powers that conſtitute 
it. If the Parts of the Subſtance be ſemilar, 
then the Syſtem it ſelf is an uniform or. 505 
nogeneous Subſtance : If the Parts be diſſi- 


a | ilar, then the Subſtance is aiffors or Hee 


B terog eneous + 


e (10 . 
terageneous : But ſtill always of the ſame 

Kia or Kind: with the Parts that com- 
poſe it. In like manner, if the Powers of 
the, ſeveral Parts of the Syſtem be frilar, 
the Power of the Whole will be a /mple 
and uniform power: If the Powers of the 
ſeveral Parts be di{ſzmilar, the Power of 
the Whole will be a compound difform Po WW - 

er: But ſtill always neceſſarily of the ſame | 
Kind, or Kinds with the Powers of which 
it is compounded. Since therefore you ac- 
knowledge Thinking to be a Power not 
compoſed of a Multitude of Thinkings ; | 
and tis evident (as ſhall in the ſequel be | 
made fully appear) that no Powers void of 
Thinking, can be of the ſame Kind witli 
the Power of Thinking, fo as to be Parts 
of it, and that from a compoſition of Them 
the Power of Thinking may ariſe ; it fof. 
lows that Thinking is not a Power made up 
at all of Parts, and conſequently that it | 
cannot reſide in a Subſtance that confiſts . 
of diſtinct and independent Parts, ſuch as 
all Matter is confeſſed to be. — 


For the clear explication of which whole . 
Argument, and to vindicate the Notion 
from all the Objections and pretended In- 
ſtances you have brought to the contrary; 
It is to be obſerved, that the Terms, Kind, 
and Species, and of the ſame Kind or Species, 
are very ambiguous Terms, and uſed in , 

great Þ- 


x. 11 7 
great variety of Significations': Though a- 
mong Men who feek Truth, and indeavour 
| to exprefs themſelves with the greateſt 
clearneſs they can, and are willing to un- 
derſtand each others mean! ey do 
not often cauſe any ec Miſtakes, 
For Example: Tis an evident Truth, 
| that AZ Circles of four 53 Diameter, are of 
one and the ſame Kind or Species ;, and this 
Fs what the Logicians call Secier ſecialiſ 
ns. Tis true in another Senfe, that A 
Circles Whatever, are of the * ſane Fperies > 
In another Senſe, that AP curvilinear Fi- 
eures, are of the ſame Species In another; 
that AU plain Figures both ftreight-line4 and 
curvilinear, as oppoſed to ſolids, are of 
the ſame Seien And in another, that 42 
ure: whatſoever, whether plain or folid, 
are of the ſame Kind or Species; as con- 
radiſtinguiſhed from Motion or Thinking, 
Sr from any thing elſe of a totally different 
Kind. This is what they call the Cenu⸗ 
Fereralivs. And beyond This, it is net- 
Ther True, nor good Senſe, nor can it in any 
Manner be ſaid, that Figure and Motion, or 
Figure and Calbe, or Figure and Thonght, | 
re of the ſame Kind; Becauſe there is 
Bothing Common in their Idea's, by which 
Ker can be ranked or compared together ; 
Rve only as they are all comprehended x per- 
f Raps under the mere Abſtract Name of 2 Qua- 
ö ty in general. 


%% ̃²mß; p Kon 


B 2 % 


0 12 * 

In like manner; 4 Squares of two ; fook 
diameter are ſpecifically different from 4 
Squares, of one foot diameter; but not in the 
2 fame Senſe, nor ſo much, as Both are from 
| Parallelograms : And AU Parallelograms dif- 
1 fer ſperifically from Al! Squares; but not ſo, 
= | as Both do from Triangles : A And AI Trian- 
3 gles differ ſpecifically from A quadrilateral. 

Figures; but no ſo, as Both do from Spheres | 

3 Binders And Spheres or Cylinders differ 

fecieatl from all Streight-lined Figures; 

but not ſo, as They and All Other Figures 

differ from Mation, or from a Taſt or a 

Saund; or as Fig ure or Motion does from 

a Thoug ob. Which makes it appear by the 

—- "with what Truth and Senſe you affirm, | 

ag. 25, 5 Round neſs is as ſpecifically affront 

5 from all other Figures, as Conſciouſueſagis 

from 4 Circular Motion; That is, el a 

Circle differs from an Ellipfe. 5 (ſuppoſe) or 

from a Parabola, not only as much as it 
differs from a Cube, but even as much as it 

differs from the Reaſon of a Man : Or, as 

Logicians would expreſs it, that the Species * 

ſpecialior differs as much from the Species Þþ 

next and immediately ſuperiour to it, as it 

does from the Genus generaliſſiuum; ; and 

not only ſo, but as it does alſo from any, 

thing that is not ſo much as included evenſſ be 

in That Genus. | 

Again: All light Blue Colours differ Go ; 

cifieally 1 from Alt Dark Blues; but not ſo} 

ay 
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as Both do from Tellow or Sealer And 
Scarlet differs ſpecifically from Blue; but 
; || not fo, as Both do from the Sound of « 4 
| Trumpet. | 
Nc to apply This to our preſent Que- 
ſtion. When I affirm that every real Pow- 
Jer or Quality inhering in a Syſtem of Mat- 
ter, muſt of neceſſity be the Sum or Ag- 
gregate of Powers of the ſame Kind reſid- 
ing diſtin@ly i in the ſeveral Parts of that 
I Syſtem'; tis manifeſt that by this Term, 
4 if the ſame Kind, is not to be underſtood 
the Species ſpecialilſi ma, but ſome of the 
Species generaliores. For Example: When 
I ſay the Magnitude of a Cubic foot of Gold, 
3, is the Sum or Aggregate of the Magnitudes 
of its parts; I do not mean to fay, that 

an Aggregate of Cubic feet, but of other 
a 7 Manes which conſtitute a Cubic foot; 
and which are of the ſame Kind with it, 
it in the Senſe that All Magnitudes are of the 
it ſame Kind, and may * parts one of a- 

Inother: But Na gnitude and Motion, or 
es Mlagnitude and Fes are not in any Senſe 
cs f the ſame Kind, and cannot be parts one 
it of another; Neither can Figure or Motion 

d be a Piece of a Thonxght. 

Ss In like manner: When I ſay the Nuns. 
ber Twenty is made up of Parts of the ſame : 
Lind with the Whole ; tis evident I' da 
not mean that it is made up of Twenties, 
Wnt of Other Numbers, which are of the 


Jar 


g - wo 8 RO 
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(14) 
fave Kind with it, in the Senfe that A 
Numbers are of the ſame Kind, and may 
be parts ane of another: But Number and 
Sound, or Number and Colour, are not in 
any Senſe of the ſame Kind, and cannot be 
Parts one of another ; Neither can Number 
or Figure, Motion or Magnitude, r Pheve * 
of 2 Thought. 9 
Again; When I ſay Rorndweſp or Gta: | 
boſity or any other Figure of a Body, muſt | 
needs be the Sum of Qualities of the ſane 4 
Kind inhering in the ſeveral Parts ; tis 
plain I do not mean to affirm, that Globo: | 
it is made up of Globoſrties, any more than 
the Number Twenty is made up of Twenties, 
or the Motion of 4 Cubie foot of Matter made 
up of the Motions of (Cubic ſeet; but that 
2 whole Round Figure muſt neceſſarily be | 
made up of Pieces of Roundneſs, which are 
all of the fame Kind with it; juſt as the 
Numbers, which are Parts of Twenty, are | 
of the fame Kind with the Whole; and the] 
Motions of the Partieles of a Cubic foot of 1 
Matter, which are Parts of the Motion of F 
the Whole, are of the ſame Kind with the 
Whole Motion. But Figure, and whatever 8” 
is not Figure, are not in any Senſe of the 
fame Kind; Neither enn any thing that is 


word of Fignre, be part of any Tiguce whats | 
ſoever ; nor any thing that is voi of Cur- 
dity in particular, be part of a round circum. 
ference ; nor any thing that i is void of that 
; par ticular 1 


. 2 


particular degree of Curvity which makes * 
Circle of a certain determinate Diameter, 
be part of the circumference of That Circle; 505 
nor ly thing that 1s 225440 4h N 
a Part or Conſtituent of a 1h . 
From hence it clearly appears, * your. 
Diſtinction of Gemnerical and Numerical 
Powers, is of no Service to your Cauſe. 
For thoſe Powers which you call Numeri- 
, muſt as neceſſarily be Aggregates- f 
Powers of the ſame Kind, as thoſe which 
%u call Gegerical. It is as evident, that 
„he Round Figure of a. Globe, [its Superficial 
s 


Ligure, ] is the Sum of the Convex Sus faces 
ff its outward Parts; and its Solid Figure, 
he Sum of all its Sold Parts taken together, 
onſidered like ſo many concentrict Shells 
r any other Figures which can be eonſti- 
cht Parts of the Solid Content of a Globe 
sit is that the Motion of a Globe, is the 
m of the Motions of its Parts. And the 
| rde out ſides of its outward parts, and — 
preentrick Roundneſſes of its inward parts 

We as much of the ſame Kind with the Whole 
1 pundneſe or the Whole Glaboſſty, of which 
y are pieces; as the ſeveral diſtinct Mo- 
* or Magnitudes of its Parts, are of the 
ie Kind with the Whole Marion or Mag- 
gude which they couſtitute. For why is 
t a Semicircle or the Arch of a Quadrant, 

the ſame kind with the Circumference of 
Vrcle; and concentric round Figures, or 


any 


the ſame Kind with the Figure of the 
Same kind with the Motion or Magnitude of 


cal Powers, can properly in the preſent 
' Queſtion come under Conſideration at all. 


gures ; but tis the individual Numeric 


Ca) 


any Other ee which can be conſtituent | 
Parts of the Solid Content of a Globe, of | 


Globe ; as much as the Motion or Magni- 
tude of half a foot cube of Matter, is of the 


the Whole foot cube? | 
In reality, no other Powers but — | 


For Gererical Powers, conſidered as ſuch, 
are nothing but Univerſals, having no be- 
ing but in the Imagination conſidering and 
comparing ſeveral Particulars. In the In- 
dividuals themſelves, wherein alone Po w- 
ers really exiſt, they are not General; The) 
are only made General by the zonfi dering 
and comparing together of Patticulars : 
Which Compariſon has no Exiſtence But 
in the Idea; And conſequently General ot 
Generical Powers, having no rea] Exiftencd 
in things without us, have really neithed 
Parts nor Whole, nor can properly coma 
at all under Conſideration in the preſen % 
Queſtion. Tis not Motion or Figure in gf 
eral, that is made up of Motions and Fil 


Motion or Figure of a Body, that is mad 
up of the Motions or Figures of its Part 


The Numerical Mode of Motion of th F 
Whole; is always the Sum of the Numer 


tal Modes of Motion of the Parts: The. N 
merich 


Whole; es yy 1 e Aale 
ure e Outfides of its Superficial. 
18 And the Numeric I Mode of Solid 
Heure of the Whole ; is 97 Sum of the 
Numerical Modes of Solid Fignre of. all the 
Parts taken together. In like manner, if 
| Thinking could inhere in 4 Syſtem of, Mat- | 
Iter, it outs not be Thinking in general, 
Ibut always ſome in Numerical 
f | that would be the refult of. the 
$7 b:nkings of the ſeveral Parts, | 
ad f you will reply, that by Gantrizel Pow- 5 
n. , Yor! do not mean General Powers, or 
W- Inioerſals which have no real Exiſtence ; 
le Sir: when you. reckon Fignre 3 among 
NSFrour Generical Powers, in oppoſition to auy 
5 Wagicnlar Figure, as Roundue, 73 your words 
uSznnot caffly bear any other than this ah- 
0 Irc Senſe 3) If, I ſay. you will reply, that 
nc} Genericat Powers you do not mean Ge- 
hel ral Powers, but only ſuch Sorts of MES: 
oo TY Powers, as Are Sums or Aggre 
ſen Powers of the ſame kind, in oppoſit 
1 ge ſuch other particular Powe ers or 70 
1 FI „as Are not Sums or Aggregates of 
rica bwers of the ſame Rind I anſwer, that 
nad ere is no ſuch Diſtinction in Nature 4 
art All Powers or Qualities whatever, that 
th here I in Syſtems of. Matter, whether they 
wer ſuch as you. inſtance i in for . Gererzcal, 
> NAY fuch as vou inſtance in for een 
oi as 8 Power 
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Powers; are equally and alike Sums or Ag- 


you underſtand the Species ſpecialiſſima ; in 


that Senſe neither the One ſort of Quali- 


i bo the e ar any We fn 
the World, are Aggregates of Parts ef the 


Same Kind : It being no more true, that 
the Magnitude or Motion (which you call 
the Generical Qualities) of a foot cube of 
Matter, are made up of cubic feet Magni- 
tudes or cubic 2 Motions ; than it is true 
that the Roundneſs (which you call the Nu- | 
merical Quality) of a Globe, is made up of 
the Lite Roundneſſe ct. But if by the Term, 


of the ſame Kind, be underſtood (as com- 
mon Senſe requires, and as I before ex- 


plained,) the Species generalior; then both! 
the One ſort of Qualities, and the Othèr, 
and All Wholes in the World, are Aggre-| 
gates of Parts of the ſame Kind It being 
equally true and evident, that the Round 
Figure of a Globe, (the Numerical Quality,) 
is, as to its Surface, made up of Pieces off 

Surfaces ſpherically and concentrically convex 
and, as to its Solid Content, made up off 
concentrick Round Figures or of Shells ſphe4 


really and concentrically convex ; which 
being Pieces of the whole Spherical Sur 


face, or of the whole ſpherical ſolid Con 
tent, are reſpectively of the ſame Kind witli 
it: as that the Magnitude of a foot cube of 


Mattei 


ed of Powers of phe ſame Kind. For, 
if bythis Term, of the ſame Rind or Species, 


* 


„ 5s 1 1 
(19 | 
Matter, (the a 7 5 N ly) 
up of Tnches cube, or of Do oth 
* if zxdes, which, being Pieces, of a Tolle, 
are of the ſame Kind with it. 14638 
When therefore v0 go 2 "FF 8 of pag. 19. 
the ſame Kind be under toad enerically 
then you Do 4 agree that the . known Pomers 91 
Matter are nothing elſe but the Sums of. Pay- 
ers of the Same Kind; that 3s, the Figure and 
Motion of a Body, [the Magnitude and Mo. 
ion you ſhould more propetly have. in- 
ſtanced in, ] conſiſt of the Fi igures and Moti- 
41 [the Magnitudes and Motions] of the 
Paris But if the Terms, Powers of the Same 


5 kind, be taken Numerically, (that is, as 
: Powers really exiſt, ) then there are "Powers 4 
- 3% 


l inhering in Syſtems of Matter, that are not 
e Sum of Powers 72 the Same Kind; As, the 
Rounduneſi of a Body, 3s not the Soom of the 


LY Roundneſſes of the Parts - Your Diſtinction 
"If is evidently very groundleſs. Becauſe in 


he ſame Senſe that the Roundneſs of a Body 
not the Sum of the Like Roundneſſes of 4 the 
Part., (for of Ober Roundneſſes, as of in- 
A humerable concentrich. Roundneſſes, and of 
; by | he condex  outſedes- of 1ts minute external 
wi darricles, it may be and always is the Sum:) 
oF: the ſame Senſe (I fay,). that zhe Round- 
un eſs of 4 Body i is not 15 Sum of the [Like] 
Due Loundneſſos of the Parts; in that ſame Senſe 
* is true alſo, that neither does rhe Magni: 
22 nor Motion 7. a Body conſiſt of the 
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ring „that is, the Round . 
Surface, is the Sum of the Round nelſes, that 


is, of the raund or convex outfides, of its | 


 Puperficial parts; and its Solid Figure, is the 
Sum of all its Solid Parts taken together, | 

which (as I before (aid) may be conſidered | 

as ſo many concertrick Shells or apy other 
Figures that can be conſtituent parts of the 

pe. 20. (And when you. Tay ; It 18 Contradict un 

d make Conſcionſueſs' the Sum of the Cog: 

ſcibuſaeſſes of the Parts, -as it is a Contra: i 

Aiftion to make Roundueſs."to confiſt in 11 

Roundneſſes of the, Parts ; Thongh Jou would ie 

readily grant, that, was Conſciouſneſs a gene- 

 rical Power like Figure aud Motion, it wild | 

be likewiſe the Sum and Reſult of the Conſci- 

onfntſſes of the ſeveral Parts ; and ſo there 

would be as many diſhun® Conſciouſneſſes, a 

there are Particles. of Matter, of. which the WL 

Senn confifts ; which. you do allow to he weng 

eue. <bfurd And again; If humane Conſciouſ-! 

Wo 57 be a Mode of ſome generical Power in| 

1 atter, it muſt not be the Sum of the Con- 

pa. 56. ſeionſmeſſes of the Parte And 3 Did c 

e men 


ſciouſneſs anſwer to Figure and Motion, the 
generieal Powers; That would likewiſe conſſt 
of the Conſorouſneſſes of the Parts e And a+. 


Qualities, as ſingly coſidered are void of Con. 
crouſneſs in like manner. as Raund reſi is 
a real BRuality ſpecifically different from ather 


$ he Reſult or Compoſition of ſuch Qualities . 
SAnd ; Nor is Conſciouſneſs 4 Power mhieh big. 59. 
Sen ſwers to Figure and Motion, | the generi- 


Fal Powers, ] which you agree confiſt only in 
e Figures and Matious of the Parts; but 
t agrees or anſwers to | Numerical] Modes of 
Figure and Motion + All this, is only amu- 
ing your Reader with infigntficant Wards. 
or 1ſt, Conſciouſneſs, (as I ſhall hereafter 
age occaſion more particularly to obſerve) 
truly a more generical Power. than either 
igure or Motion. For Figure contains un- 


4 er it, nothing but the Modes of Figure ; 
e- yd Motion, nothing but the Modes of Me- 
Ag - But Conſciouſneſs, comprehending 
i- der it all the Modes of Thiskirg, con- 


ns in it ſelf the Ideas of all the Modes of 
ere, and the Ideas of all the Modes of 


„tion, and infinite Other Ideas befides. 


A*ſſciouſueſt rherefore being a generical. 


er, not /ike, but infinitely-arore ſo, than 


on th: Conſcionſnoſſes of the ſeveral Parts : 


ur own Confeſſion) the Sum and Refult 


and 


+ 


gain;  Confciouſueſs may reſult from ſuohg%. 55- 


gure and Motion; maſt be (according to hae . 


7 flraight Lines, nor of any Figures which 


_— - 1 
and fo there would be as many \ diftini# Con- N 
ſeronſneſſes, as there are Perticle; of Matter, 
of which the Syſtem conſs, No; ; which you da 
allow to be very abſurd. But 2dly, Let us 
indeavour - to imagine Conſcioafneſe to be, 
not a Generical, but a Numerical Power ot 
Quality, ſuch as Ronndneſs is; and fee 
what will follow from thence. It cannot 
be conceived that Conſciouſneſs i in general is 
aà Numerical Power, any more than Figure 
in general, or Roundneſs in general. But, | 
as the individual Roundneſs of a Globe, is 
a Numerical Quality of that 15d | 
Globe; ſo you can only ſay that the indi. 
vidual Conſciouſneſs, which J find in my 
ſelf at any particular moment of Time, 
a Numerical Mode of ſome Power iner 
in that Syſtem of Matter which conſtitubeq 
my Brain. Now as the individual Round. 
zeſs of a Globe, is not indeed made up of 
a Number of the Like whole Roundneſſes 
(even as the Number a Hundred, is noi 
made up of Hundreds ; nor the Mag nitude 
of a foot Cube, made up of feet Cube: nor 
any Whole whatever, made up of a Num! 8 
br of the lite Wholes 5) but yet muſt need 
be made up of ſuch Figures, as are Pari 
of Roundneſs, nay Parts endued with thal 
particular nuwerical degree of Curvity 0 
 Roundneſs; and cannot be made up d 


are not Pieces of Roundueſæ, or not Piq 


ces endued with that particalar dletermi- 
nate degree of Curvity or Roundneſs :. So the 
individual Conſciouſneſs that I find in my 
- elf, at any particular moment of Time, 


ſuppoſing it to be a Quality inhe- 
I! ing in a Syſtem of Matter,) muſt be made 
p, though not indeed of a Number of tne 
e. ſaree Conſcionſneſſes, yet of ſuch Powers 
s are as much of the ſame Kind with that 


Numerical Conſciouſneſs, as Arches of Circles 
Fre of the ſame kind with the whole circu- 
E Circumference; or pieces of Surfaces ſphe-, 
by ically and concentrically convex, are of the. 
„Line kind with the whole Spherical Surface 
ompoſed of them all : That 1s, it muſt 
e made up of Different Conſciouſneſſes in- 
Need, but ſtill Conſciouſneſſes only, and not 
Aations or Figures or any thing elſe; any 
dre than the Roundneſs of 4 Circle can be 
ade up of ſtraight Lines, or of Colaurt, or 
ende, or any thing elſe beſides Pieces of 
8 4 | cular Roundneſs z Or than the Surface 4 | 
75 Sphere, ean be made up of any thing elſe 
an litile Surfaces baving every one of them 
eber) ſame ſpherical and concentric convex- 
or than an Extended or Solid Subſtance, 

In be made up of any other Ingredients, 
99 an ſuch as are Themſelves Pieces of Ex- 
tn, ded or Solid Subſtance. Tis by no means 
Aae, which you affirm, that Roundneſs is bre. % 
hic nem Quality, of a different Kind or Species © _ 
pi all the component Qualities conſidered 

e Ce, loge 
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Since it cannot be affirmed of any 


auneh Ronndnefs or Curoity (as much in 


boiling Water, as wack Heat [in Degrær] 


face, as much Whitenefs as twenty: And 


Degree) as the Whole: CRE = 7 


— 


5 . * 4 

4 FO * * Y 

' > ha 13 
(\ 2 4 * ) [ 


raseher 3 O toe it maybe the Reſile a eg 


fe of- Qunlities avid of R 


Dong 


the Arch of a Circle, that it is wholly vordk 
of Circularity 5 as a ſtraight Line is: And 
in like manner, tis by no means poſſible; 
that Cor ſcionſweſs may reſult from fuck _ 
lities, 4 fragly confidered are void" of Fall 
kind of] Conſciouſneſs ; a8 eee, al | 
is. Nay further: very Part of the Circ 
cumference of a Circle, is not only aD 
whotly void of Roundneſo, brit has really a# 


Degree, though not fo much of it in uam 
tity) as the ele Circle it ſelf has; For 
the fame Reaſon as one Cirele Has a nc 
Ronndneſs, as twenty; or one inch cube of fic 


as ſwenty; or one foot ſquare of a white Sur 


therefore Conſciouſneſs i in like manner, if it 
was 2 Quality anſwering to, of that could 6 


be compared with, the Roundnefs of # | 
Circle; muſt conſiſt of Parts, every one 4 $: 
which would have as much Conſeionſſs Cit fr 


From the ſame Principles may we be p 
ſhown the Abſurdity of all the reſt that Ih 
you have advanced, upon your favorite fre 


Inſtance of ROUNDNESS. FER Pen 
You 


1 
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© Yau ſay that the Argument drawn front 


Conſcionſnels' not being made up of ſe- 
veral Conſciouſneſſes, concludes no more 
againſt the poſlibility of Its refiding in a 
Syſtem of Matter; than the like Argument 


would conclude ggainſi the poſſibility of the bas. 25: 
Exiſtence of Roundneſs in Body; which no 


more conſiſts of ſeveral d Ne, than 


Thinking or Conſe cionjneſs does of ſeveral Con- 


ſciouſneſſes ; and is as ſpecifically different 


from other Figures, as Conſciouſneſs is from 


« circular Motion. But I think I have 
ſhown, that the Inſtances are not alike ; 
and that Ronndneſs does not conſiſt of Qua» 
lities ſo different from Roundeſs, as you 


ſuppoſe Conſcionſneſs to be made 1 0 
FQualities different from Conſciouſneſs 3 


isgthat the Ronndreſs of the whole en 


e of 4 Circle, is not ſo ſpecifically diffe- 
rent from the Convexity of the little Arches, 


of which it conſiſts ; or the Roundneſs of 4 


whole Globe, from the little ſpherically and 


roncentricall ly convex piece of Surfaces, of 


hich it is compoſed ; as Conſcionſneſs is 


from a circular Motion, or from Motion in 


a Square Or any Motion at all or any other 


thing whatever that 3s wholly void of Conſci- 
fie For Noundneſi can conſiſt of no- 
hing but Pzeces of Rowundneſs, that differ. 
rom it ſpecifically only in the very loweſt 


Penſe of the word ſpecrfiealy ; or rather 


" 


er do not differ from it at all Jpecijieay, | 


\ 


| s 
but i» Magnitude only, as the Part from 
the Whole ; it being hardly good Senſe, to 
ſay that the Number Twenty differs  ſpecif#- 
_ cally from the Number Ten; or that 360 
degrees, or 60 degrees, differ ſpecifically 
from 20 degrees or from 20 ſeconds, or 
from any other part of One and the Same 
Arch; Every part of which, has neceſſarily 
(as I before ſaid) juſt as much Roundneſs 
or Curvity [in Degree, ] as the whole Arch 
or whole Circle it ſelf has: But Thinking, 
if it be made up of Qualities utterly word of 
Thought, as Motions, Figures, and the like; 
muſt conſiſt of Qualities generically different 
from it ſelf, in the higheſt Senſe of the“ 
word generically; they being under no 
common genus, and having no ſimilitude f= 
nothing common one with another in their” 
Ideas ; and conſequently cannot with any. 
Senſe be compared at all one with another, I 
or be compounded one of another; any more 
than Circles and ftreight lines, or Colours and 
Sounds, Numbers and Taſts, Figures and 
Motions, or any things whoſe Ideas have 
nothing common or alike betwixt them. 
Again: You allege iz behalf of Round 
neſs as well as Thinking, that tis ſo far from 
being as certain as an Arithmetical Demon 
ſtration, that ſuch a particular Power 3s | 
IN hole bieger than all its Parts; that tis 4 
Arithmetical Demonſtration, that ſuch a park 
ticular Power as Ronndneſs is, is but juſt e 
" "on 
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m al to all the Parts of which that Roundneſs. 
to N conſiſte. For what more goes to the Compoſi- 
f. ion of Roundneſs, than the ConjunGion of 
everal Particles not | fengly endued with 
ERoundneſs © And -— what more goes to the 
ower of Thinking, than the Conjun@ion of 
everal Particles not each endned -with -— 


2 . 
ly Thinking 2 But here alſo your Compariſon 
ſc Is nothing to the Purpoſe. For, when you 


ask, what more goes to the Compoſition of 
roundneſs, than the Conjunction of ſeveral 
Particles not finely endued with Roundneſs 2 
f by not ſengly endued with Roundneſs, you 
ean not finely endued with | the ſame 
vhole] Roundneſs ; then your Aſſertion is 
o more than this, that the Parts of Round- 
2/5 are not a Number of the ſame Vholes ; 
Yr that the ſeveral Pieces of the Cirenmfe- 
ence of a Circle, are not ſo many I Hole 
rx (Same | Circumferences - And then I anſwer, 
either would the Parts of Thinking (if it 
thered in a Syſtem of Matter) be ſo many 
Vhole the Same] Thoughts. But if you 
ean, that a Round Figure is a Compoſi- 
on of particles not ſingly endued with | any 
Fart of] Ronndneſs, [any Curvity] at 40; 
en your aflertion is directly falſe : And ſuch 
Roundneſs, would be a Whole bigger than 
it Parts; juſt as T ſaid Conſcronſneſs 
Would be, if it was made up of Motions or 
y other Qualities aid of Conſciouſneſs. If 
„u imagined Thinking to be made up of 
+ VVV 


— 


Parts taken together; nay, ſuch a Whgle 
the Sum of whoſe parts neither make up 


n 
innumerable different Conſciouſueſſes, as the 
Roundneſs of the Circumference of a Circle is 
made up of innumerable. convex Arches, 
which are Pieces of Roundneſs; then indeed, 
and then only, your Compariſon would be 
good: But to ſuppoſe Thinking made up 
of Powers utterly void of Conſciouſneſs, is 
like ſappoſing the Circumrference of à Circle 
to be made up of firarght lines utterly void 
of convexity ; (or rather like ſuppoſing it 
to be made up of Sounds or Colours, of 
whatever elſe can be imagined even till 
more remote from the Idea of Ronndmeſs :) 
And This is evidently making a Whole big- 
ger than A its Parts, that is, containing 
ſomething different from, ſomething over 
and above, ſomething more than All its 


the Whole it ſelf, nor any Part of it 
Which is a plain Contradiction. It is evi 


dent, that no Whole can poſſibly differ from 
AU its Parts in any thing elſe, but only ii 
the Abſtra& Name, the mere external De « 
nominat ion of its being a Whole ; which i 
nothing at all in the Thing it ſelf, buff; 
merely a manner of Conception, a Con t 
junction of Ideas in the Imagination of th 
Perſon that beholds or thinks upon 1 I 
Thinking, it it was the Quality of a Syſtenlif t 
of Matter, that is, the Sun or Whole of thin 
Powers of its Parts; muſt differ from thi fi 


diſt in 


e diſtinct Powers of thoſe Parts, no other 
is wiſe than as the Idea of the Roundneſs of 
„a Circle differs from the Idea of the Round- 

, | neſs of two Semicircles (or of four Quadrant) 
e || joywed together z or as the Idea of Twice 
p Six, differs from the Idea of the Number 

is | Twelve. If therefore Thinking was, as you 
le ſappoſe, a Compoſition or Reſult of ſeve- 

aral Powers; and thoſe Powers ſuch, as were 
it Themſelves utterly void of Conſciouſneſs z 

or Thinking would be either a ws outward 

in Denomination, and nothing at all really in 

the Thinking Subſtance it ſelf ; juſt as « 

Dozen is only a mere Name, and nothing 

at all differing really in the thing it ſelf 
from Twelve Qnits ; Which is what you 

will not affirm : Or elſe it muſt unavoid- 


that is, containing All its Parts, and Think- 
ing beſides : Juſt as the Curve Circumference 
of a Circle would contain wore of curvity in 


could be compoſed of Lines that had none 
of them ſingly any Curvity at all; or a Cube 
would be bigger than All its Parts, if it 
were made up of Parts that had none of 
them ſingly any Magnitude at all. 

[If upon this you will forſake your firſt 
Inftance, and, ſeeking ſtill for new Similt- 
tudes, allege that a Sguare Figure (ſuppoſe). 
may conſiſt of Parts, that are none of them 

J lingly endyed with any thing like N 
a: * , 


ably be a Whole- bigger than All its Part; 


it than All its Parts taker together, if it 


2 * 
* 


1 
nes anſwer, that the Sqnareneſs of the 
Figure of a Body, i is a mere external Deno- 
mination, a mere relative comparing together 
in the Imagination the Bounds of a Surface, 
the Situation of four ſtraight lines with reſpec 
one to another; and has not properly any 
real Exiſtence in Things themſelves, ſo as 
Conſciouſneſs is acknowledged to have in 
the Thinking Subſtance. '/ The like may be 
ſaid concerning all other Qualities, whoſe 
Effence conſiſts merely in the relative com- 
paring the ſituation or other ReſpeFs of the 
Parts of a Body one towards another Such I. 
kind of Qualities having really no proper In 
Numerical Exiſtence, ſave only in the Idea. It 
And Roundneſs it ſelf, being conſidered in }- 
the ſame manner, might this way likewiſe af- |; 
ford a juſt Anſwer to your e 0 
drawn from thence.” a 
pas. 322 Laſtly, You affirm that Senſation 3s in If. 
the Parts of an Animal, as Ronndneſs is in Ii 
the Parts which compoſe a Round Body: Each ii 
Part has as much of Senſation, „7 ugly _ fe; 
 federed, as each . of 4 Round Body has 
of Roundnefs ; And when the Parts are 4 3 
diſpoſed, whole Thinking is performed, as her 
5 Ronnaneſs exiſts, 55 the Conjunct ion of ry. 
Parts, But from what has been already - 
ſaid, I preſume it is evident enough, that 
Senſeleſs Figure or Motion cannot be ſo a 
Part of Senſation or a Piece of 4 Thought, | 


as a a or Quadrant 1 is a Piece of 4 
Ci i C / Cc q| 
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Circle, To affirm that it can; viz.. that 
I Figure or Motion wholly void of Senſe, can 
I be ſo a Part of Senſation; is plainly. (as I 


| || have before ſhown) the very ſame Thing, 


Jas if you ſhould affirm that a Line wholy 
void of Curvity, could be fo a piece of 
3 | the Circumference of a Circle, as the Arch 
1 | of Quadrant is; or that ſomething that has 
> || 0 Solidity and no Extenſion, might yet be a 
2 | Conſtituent Part of an Extended and of a 

Said Saß . 8 
[ have ſhown that no part of the Circumfe- 
rence of a Circle, is wholly void of Round - 
neſs. If therefore Senſation is (according 
to your Aſſertion) in the Parts of an Ani- 
mal, as Roundneſs is in the Parts that com- 
poſe a Round Body; and each part 2 
ofen ſation, ſingly conſidered, as each part of 
ale 55 as of Roundneſs ; It "Ml | 
follow, not (as you intended) that Senſa- 
tion can ariſe from a Conjunction of Par. 
Wicles utterly void of Senſe ;, (for the circum: 

ference of a Circle cannot be made by a 
onjunction of Lines, or the Superficies of 
Sphere by a Conjunction of Surfaces, M- 
Ferly void of Curvity : ) but, on the contra- 
y, it will follow that ſo-ze degree of Sen- 
ation 1s really in every part of the Animal, 
ingly conſidered ; as ſome degree of Curvity 
1 W neceſſarily in every part of the cireumfe- 
W/-ce of 4 Circle, or of the Surface of 4 
Pere. And fo you run unavoidably = 
e that 


* 


\ ; 


== talk - 
Wl bag 20. Hhat coufeſſedly abſurd Notion, hat there 
= are as many diſtin? Conſeionſueſſes. as there 
are Particles of Matter, of which the 'Think- 


ing Sem conti. 


am afraid our Bene are ſaffictently 
tired with REUNDNESS. The other In- 
| ſtances you allege, to prove that a Quality or 
Power inhering in a Syſtem of Matter. needs 
not be the Refult of Powers or Qualities of 
the ſame Kind, reſiding in the Parts of the 
Syſtem ; are ſtill leſs to your purpoſe. For 
it is very evident concerning Thoſe and 
All other. poſſible Inſtances, that they ne- 
ver are nor can be any thing elſe, bh the 
Sums of Powers or Qualities of the ſame 
particular uni form Kind with the Whole, 
when that Whole is Simple and Homogeges 
ous ; Of of the ſame General Kind with it, 
when it is Complex and Heterogencom. / 
Which ſince you acknowledge cannot be , 
the Caſe of Thinking, it will follow thatY** 
Thinking cannot be a Power or Quality re- 
- Hfiging in a Syſtem of Matter. 
he Power of a Clock to ſhow the How 
of the Day, is not indeed a Reſult from 
the like individual Powers refiding in the 
ſeveral Parts ; any more than the Numbe 
2 Thouſand, is the Reſult of a Compoſiti 
on of Thouſands ; or Any Whole, a Compo 
ſition of a Multitude of the Same Wholes 4 


Bnt, as the Number 2 Thouſand is the Sun 
Ol 


W 
Jof a great many Numbers, but cannot 
' | with any Senſe be imagined to be a Com- 
poſition of Sounds or Colours; fo the Ne- 
merical Power of a Clock, being it ſelf 
nothing but Motion and Figure, cannot 


N be the Reſult of any other Powers in the 
+ || Parts, but ſuch as are themſelves fingly 
«| of the ſame Kind, in the manner before 


f explained; namely, Motions and Figures. 
And in like manner y] preſent Numerical 
i Conſciouſneſs, if it were at all a Qualit) 
di inhering in a Syſtem of Matter; thoug 
it need not indeed be the Sum of a Mul- 
titude of the lite individual Thoughts, in- 
hering in the ſeveral diſtinct Parts of the 
e {Syſtem z yet it muſt be the Sum of Such 
Pqwers in the Parts, as would themſelves 
ſingly be of the ſame Kind, namely Con- 
ſciouſneſſes or Thoughts It being equally, 
be land for the very ſame reaſon, impoſſible 
that my Conſciouſneſs ſhould be the Reſult 
of ſuch Powers in the Parts of my Brain, 
as are toto genere different from Thinking, 
Jand have nothing in their Ideas common 
with it or alike to it; (ſuch as are Figare 
and Motion, and all other Powers which 
are void of Conſciouſneſs ;) as that the 
fore- mentioned Number a Thouſand , 
ould be a Compoſition of Sounds or 
olours, or of any thing elſe but Nuce- 
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pag. 15. 


the Air, and i in the Organs of Senſation 
nothing but,a Motion of Parts ;, canno! 


e but fome ſorts of Conſciouſneſs ; for t 


Hirele cannot (as was before ſaid) be ; 


tad 


The Power of 4 a Muſy cal Inſtrument to s 


produce Harmonious Sounds, is not indeed 


a Reſult from the lite . Pomers || | 
reſiding in the ſeveral Parts of the [nſtru- | 
ment; any more than the Circumference 
of 4 Circle is made up of a Number of the 
like whole Ci Iroumferences c But, as the Cir» 


cumference f. a Circle is the Sum of a 


( 
: 
Multitude of convex Arches of like Curvity, | 
but cannot be an Aggregate of S:raightÞ © 
Lines or of Cubic Bodies or of Arches off 
unlike Curvity; So the Harmony produced , 
55 2 Muſical Inſtrument, being it (elf, inf: 
the Mind that perceives it, nothing "but! 
Sound; and, in the Inſtrument, bo in 


be the Reſult or Compoſition. of ano 
ther Powers, but what are themſelvef 
ſingly of the ſame kind in the ſeveral Sub 
jects reſpectively; namely, in the Min- 
that perceives them, Sounds likewiſe 
and, in the Inſtrument it ſelf, and in th 5 
Air, and in the Organs of Senſation, M. 
Ion o the Parts. And in like manne 
* Conferonſneſs, if it were a Power inherin 
in a Syſtem of Matter, could not be t 
Reſult of any other Powers i in the Part 


[ 
: 


I 


very ſame reaſon as the Circumference of 


Agger 


Aggregate of ſtraight Lines, or of Culie 


» 


poſition of Colours, or of any thing elle. 
ben oo EDS 


Glaſſes of Teleſcopes, of Tranſmitting 
and RefraFing Rays of Light, ſo as to 
paint the Image of the Ohject in the bot- 
tom of the Eye. And This is evidently 
nothing but the Sum of Powers of the ſame 
Kind, namely Powers of Tranſmittirg 
and RefreFing of Rays, reſiding diſtinctly 
in the ſeveral Parts of the Eye or of the 
Glaſs. Every Part of the E 5 Tranſarits 
and RefraFs Rats; and thoſe Rays paint 
everal Parts of the Image: And the 
ee Image, differs no otherwiſe from 40, 
. Parts; nor That which you call the 
umerical Power of the whole Eye, from 
he ſingle Powers of all its Parts; than the 
e Idea of 4 Dozen differs from the Idea of 
+ Wwelve Units } Which, if it be as great a 
Mifference, as is between the Idea of Con- 


iner Motion, I will confeſs I have loſt my 

\ oF aderſtanding. _ fs tos 
But there is ſtill a further peculiar un- 

appineſs in your chooſing to inſtance in. 

e Power of the Eye to contribute to the Ad 

ſeeing, as a Numerical Power of a Sy- 

«2 On 


rt 


Bodies; nor an Harmonious Sound 3 Com- 
] 5 


The Power of the Eye to See, is nothing . 10 
elſe but ſuch a Power, as is in the Obje- 15 & 17. 


; crouſneſs and the Idea of a Circalar or any pag. 24 


© , (GN TY 
ſtem of Matter, that does not inhere in the 
Parts of that Syſtem ; and in your affirm- 
pag. 14. Ing, that upon dividing or varying the leaſt 
part of the Eye, the Power of contributing 
towards the AF of Viſiou is entirely at an 
End. For ſo far is this from being true, 
(excepting only accridertally upon account 
of the Softneſs and Fluidity of the Matter 
of the Eye,) that on the contrary, not 
only every Part of the Eye (as I now ſaid) 
Tranſmits and Refracts Rays, in order to 
paint at the bottom the ſeveral Parts of 
the Image of the Object; (and the Power 
of the Whole Eye, is nothing more than the 
Sum of thoſe Tranſmiſſions and Refracti- 
ons ;) but moreover even every Part of 
the Eye has the fame Power as the Whole, 
(differing only in Degree,) of painting at 
the bottom the Whole Image of the Object. 
For, as each Half of a broken Object 
Glaſs of a Teleſcope, or any Piece of iti 
that retains the poliſh on both Surfaces, | 
will repreſent diſtinctly the Whole Ob, 
jet, only with leſs Brightneſs and Lu! 
minoufneſs than the whole Glaſs would | 
do; So each part of the Eye, paints ever 
part of the whole Object: And, if hall / 
of the Eye, or almoſt the Whole Eye bi 
covered, ſo that you look only through 
Pin- hole placed on the right fide or ot 
the left ſide or upon the middle of the Pu f 


pil | 


* 


1 0 

„ | pil; ſtill hs whole Object is Co dh” 

. ſtin&ly, even by that very ſmall part of 
the Eye; And conſequently | the Power. 
g Jof the Eye i is the ſame both in the Whole, 
and in every Part. 

2 And the ſame that has been ſaid con- 
it || cerning theſe ſeveral Inſtances you choſe 
r to infiſt upon, may with very little varia- 
t tion be ſaid likewiſe concerning all other 
1) | Powers whatfoever, that do or can reſide 
to in any Syſtem of Matter ; The right ex- 
of plication of the nature of which Powers, 
er | ſhows even your own Inſtances to be fo 
he many unanſwerable Arguments againſt 
7. the Aſſertion you bronght them to ſup- 
of FEA 


This, [ preſume, may be faden to 
a prove. againſt you in the general, that 
Every Power or Quality reſiding in any - 
Syſtem of Matter, muſt of Neceſſity be 
the Sum or Aggregate of Powers of the 
ſame Kind, reſiding diſtinctly in the ſeve- 
ral Parts of the Syſtem : And conſequent- 
y, that Whatever Power is not an Aggre- 
| gate of ſuch Powers; as you confeſs Con- 
ſcionſueſs or Thinking is not; cannot be 
Y at all a Power or Quality of Matter. 
oh 
0 Not without ſome anvillinguoſs you 
85 ſeem at laſt todetermin in particular what 
ply Sort 


F 


— + 24 a 


HS. 

Soft off Generical Power in Matter, you 
Imagine Thinking to be a Numerical Mode 

p22, 19. Of. You ſuppoſe Conſciouſneſs to be a Mode 
of Motion You ſpeak of Thought as 4 
pag. 22* Species of Motion - And you conceive it 4 
Proper Expreſſion, to mention a certain 

Pak. 26. Fpeciet of Motion, called Thinking, © 
Lou defire indeed it may not be impu- 
p. 19. ted to you as your Opinion, ſince you only 
tale the Liberty to Suppoſe it. But This 
will not ſerve you for an Evaſion, when 
the Abſurdity of the Notjon is proved 
5 upon you. For you declare it as your 
pe. 22. Politive Opinion, thut Human Conſciouſneſs 
or Thinking is a Mode of Some Generical 
Power in Matter. What that Generical 
Power is, you will not poſitively deter- 
mine; But you Swppoſe it to be Motiep. 
Now I preſume you Szppoſe That which 

you judge the moſt probable, and which 

you think will beſt ferve your purpoſe in 
explaining the Nature of Thinking. I 

ſhall prove preſently, that Nothing can 

be more abſurd, than to Suppoſe Thinking 

to be a Med? of Motion. The ſame Ar- 
guments will prove no leſs ſtrongly, that] 

it is not poſſible for Thinking to be a Mode 

of Figure, or of any other krown Property 

of Matter; And alſo that it is not poſſi- 

ble for it to be a Mode of any unknown 
Power of Matter, which in the general J 

voi 
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A ML. © 
void of Thinking ; Becauſe every unnamm 
Power which is void of Thinkrng, is as 


is, or Figure, or any other known Power; 

for the ſame reaſon that a Smell or a 

'Þ Tafte, or any other #nown or nuknown Qua- 
„ | lity which is zot 4 Colour, muſt of Ne- 
ceſſity be as different from Blue or Scar- 
« || ct, as the Sound of a Trumpet is. When 


| different from Thinking, as Motion it ſelf 
a4 
n 


ti therefore I have ſhown the Abſurdity of 
4 | your Suppoſetion, that Thinking is a Mode 54g. 19. 


1 of Motion 3 I (hall likewiſe have ſhown 
ſo the Abſurdity of your declared Opinion, 


that Human Conſcionſneſs or Thinking is 4 pag. 22. 


al Mode of Some Generical Power in Matter. 
ir. | Now to prove the Abſurdity of Sup- 
poling Conſciouſneſs to be a Mode of Moti- 
ch“, 1 offer the following Arguments. 
ch I. Every Mode of any Power or Quali- 
in , is nothing elſe but That Power or Qua- 
11% of which it is a Mode, underſtood 
an | with ſome particular Limitation ; that is 
% to ſay, tis nothing but a particular In- 
Vance of that general Power or Quality; 
nothing but the general Power or Quality, 
conſidered under this or that particular 


ther Modes of Colour, are nothing but ſe- 
veral particular Colours; and can contain 
nothing in their Idea, beyond the Genus 
ig tf Colour. Acute and Grave, and all o- 
bs Is ther 


Modification. Blue and Red, and all o- 


ther Modes of Sound, are nothing 


tain to; then it is as evident as any 


ſomething in it beſides and beyond the 
Genus of Motion, as | have that it con 


Figure. The Idea of Conſciouſneſs is 4, 
totally and gemerically different from thi 


ſoever, as it is from the Idea of a Cirel 


or a Cube or any other Mode of Figur 


/ 


> 


„„ 


but 
ſeveral particular Sounds ; and can con- 
tain nothing in their Idea, beyond the 
Genus of Sound. Circular and Triangular, 


and all other Modes of Figure, are no- 


thing but ſeveral particular Figure; and 
can contain nothing in their Idea, beyond 
the Genus of Figure. In like manner All 
Modes of Motion, are nothing elſe but 
zzerely particular Motions ; and cannot 


contain any thing in their Idea, beyond 


the Genus of Motion. Now if Simple þ 
deas be the Foundation of all onr Know- 
ledge ; and clear and diſtin Perception of 
the Agreement or Diſagreement of thoſe J. 
deas, be the beſt and greateſt Cyrterzox of 
Troth, that our Faculties inable us to t- 


Truth in the World, that Conſciouſneſi 
cannot poſſibly be a Mode of Motion. For 
J have as clear and diſtin® a Perception, 
that the Idea of Conſcionſnefs contains 


tains ſomething in it beyond the Genus off 


Idea of a Circular Motion or an Elliptica 
Motioz or any other Mode of Motion whit 


What 


"T3 


whatſoeytt. 1 have therdfors exactly the 


ſame intuitive certainty, that Conſciouſneſs 
cannot be a Mode Of. 4 lotion, as U have that 
a Circle or X Cube i 15 not A Thong HF, or that 
an Acute Sound is not a Paps Colour, or 
that any one thing in the World is not 
another, whoſe Idea is the remoteſt and 
moſt different from it, that can be ima- 
gined. To ſuppoſe Conſciouſneſs to be a 


ſurdity, (if poſſible) than it would be to 
ſuppoſe Romndueſs to be a Property of a 
Sguare; Becauſe the Idea of Local Motion 
and the Idea of Thinking, having no com- 
non Genus, nothing w ercin they agree 
or can be compared together ; are evi- 
dently more, different one from. another, 
than the Ideas of any two plain Figures can 
be, Which have 4 common Genus. And 


er of Thinking, than the Conjundion of. ſe- 
In Species of | Motion called Thinking? is 


truly more ridiculous, than if a Man 


ſeveral particles not each indued with That Spe- 


"Hl cres of Sound, called Scarlet? Becauſe no two 


Senſible Qualities are ini their ideas ſo dif- 


ferent one from another, as the Idea of 
ehe is from the Idea of Local Mo- 


tion. 
* L util 


Mode of Motion, is really a greater Ab- 


your Queſtion, hat more goes to the Pow. pag! 26; 


dera! Particles not each ihdued with That 


u ſhonld ask, What wore goes #5 the making. 
ef 4 Scarlet Colour, than the Conjun@ion f 
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Local Motion can have no other effect 
upon any Syſtem of Matter, than only 
producing in it a different juxta- poſſtion 
of Parts. To which to aſcribe Thinking, 
My Lock himſelf, who had no prejudice 
againſt the Poſſibility of Matter's Think- 
ing, acknowledges it is very Abſurd. To 

Book IV. ſuppoſe, ſaith he, the Eternal thinking Be- 
ch. 10.5 71g lor any finite thinking Being Ire be no- 


thing elſe but a Compoſition of Particles of 


Matter, each whereof is incogitative; is to 
aſcribe all the Wiſdom and Knowledge of 
that Eternal Being or the Wiſdom and 
Knowledge and all the Powers of the Fi- 
nite thinking Being] only to the juxta- poſi- 
tion of Parts. Than which, nothing can 
be more abſurd. For unthinking Particles 
of Matter, however put together, can hag 
nothing thereby added to them, but a new 
relation of Poſition, which tis impoſſible 
ſhould give Thonght and Knowledge to them. 
2. If Thinking was any Mode or Species 
of Motion, it would follow that AZ Motion 
would be ſome degree or kind of Think- 


ing. For Motion, in the thing Moved, | 
excepting only the difference of degrees of ſt 


its Swiftneſs or Slowneſs, is a Similar 


Quality. and has no variety in it: All its 


different Determinations, or thoſe which 
vou call its Modes and Species, being nothing 


really in the Body it ſelf that is _—_— | 


SO =, pow Pho 29) . ae EdF webs ee AC Ge Co EEE 


(43) 

3 
t | but vere Ab ſtrac Notions or external Deno- 
y | »:inations, conceived only in our Imagina- 
„tion. For, moving with one Determinari- 
„ | on, or with another; from North to 
e 
Vs 
0 


South, or from South to North; is ere- 

ly relative, and not really a different thing 

in the Body moved; that one of thoſe 
>= | Motions ſhould be Conſciouſneſs, the other 
„not. In like manner Circular Motion, or 
of | Motion in any other Figure, is not any 
fo thing really and truly inhering in the Bo- 
of | dy it ſelf, different from Motion in a 
d fraight Line. For the Determination of 
i- any Body that obe, in a Circle, is no- 
. || thing elſe, at any given Point of Time, 
in | but a Determination to ore in 4 certain 
es || ſtraight Line; and, at another given Point 
ye ot, Time, to move in another ſtraight Line; 
w and ſo on: fo that there is no ſuch thing 
le as a circular Motion of any particle of 
m. Matter, coexiſtent at once; but all Mo- 
es tion is, ſtrictly and properly ſpeaking, a 
on ſimilar and uniform Quality, viz. a Body's 
k- oing on according to its Determination 3 
d, Which Determination is always in a 
ſtraight Line z and cauſes the Body to go 
on actually in a ſtraight Line, where it 
meets with no Reſiſtance; and where it 
1eets with Reſiſtance by Intervals, there 
o go on into new ſtraight Lines ſucceſ- 
ively, into which it is diverted by ſuch 


E 


8 Reliance * 1 where it meets with 


continual Reſiſtance, there to go on in a 


Curve Line, into which it is continually 


diverted: And every ſuch curvilinear Mo- 


tion. whether circular or of any other Spe- 
cies whatever, is but the Idea of a Number 
of Succeſſive Motions of a Body, never 
exiſtent together; a pure Ext Rationis, 
or Operation of. the Mind ; which conſi- 
dering Paſt Mation 5 Future, and re- 
colleGing the Whote by the Memory and: 


See Biſhop Fancy, calls That Whole ſometimes by one. 


e ger. Denomination. and ſometimes by another, 
mon on How then can any of thoſe Made. of Mo- 


Immorta- 
Fry of the lion be the Eſcient of Thought, or (ac- 


Soul, pag. Cording to yaur. Suppoſition) be them- 


4 And ſelves Thoug ht ; when they are evidently 


ley's Ser- nothing . he Effect and r of: at 
mon IL at i. Ideas framed merely by the Imaginas 


Boyle's Le- > 
Bare, fag. BP and Memory 


55. And the ſame that has been ſaid con- 
cerning the Modes of Motion of a Fngle 
Body, may eaſily be applied to the Modes 

of Motion of any Number of. Bodies, in a- 

ny Syſtem or T whatſoever. It 
being very evident, that if the Prog greſſion 

of Oze Particle of Matter dire#ly in 4 

Streig bf Liue, be not Cnſcionſaeſs or 


Thought ; the like Progreſſion of Twenty 


ct ; ut the fame time 52 Straig bt Lines, 
Cannot be Cauſe e neither: 35 The Pos 


ſition 


reer 11 6 


"ta 


ſition of thoſe Lines with reſpect one to 
another, which determines the particular 
Mode of Motion of the whole Syſtem, be. 
ing merely imaginary, relative, and com- 
parative ; a figment. only in the Mind or 
Imagination, and not any thing really 


exiſting in the Bodies themſelves, at any. 


one and the ſame Moment of Time. 
In like manner the Impulſe alſo, or Bea- 
ting of one particle of Matter againſt. angs- 
ther, is a thing ſimilar and in all Caſes a- 
like; differing in nothing, but in the De- 
qrees or Quantity of the Force: And 
therefore muſt always and in all Caſes, 
if ever in Any Caſe at all, be ſome 
Degree of Thought. From "whence it 
cond follow, chat there muſt be as many 
ſeveral incoherent: Conſciouſneſſes, as there 
are Particles of the Brain or Spirits or of 


any other Matter in any Syſtem, that 


ever daſh one againſt another: Which 3 is 

WY you are not willing to. afficm, 
If Conſciouſneſs were a Mode or Spe- 

3 of Motion; then Motion would be 


the wore generical Power ; containing 


Thinking under it, as (in the Language of 


Logicians) the Genus does the Species. 


But on the contrary tis evident (as I be- 
fore obſerved) that Thinking (though 


| u and not compounded of Parts,) is, 


in the Senfe we are now (| peaking « of, a. 
Power 
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_ are Figures; and as many Ideas of 


or Species of Figure. If Thinking is a 


is a Power as univerſal, as all things ta- 


Motion it is not, but infinitely wore gene- 


Power infinitely ore generical than either 

Motion or Figure or any other Power of 
Matter; and conſequently cannot be a | 
Mode or Species of any of them. There | 
are as many Jdeas of Figure, as there | 
Moti- 

on, as there are Modes of Motion; and as 
many -{deas of other things, as there are || ( 
other things in the World, that can be || 
#honeht upon And all theſe Ideas, are It 
Modes and Sorts or Kinds of Thinking, Jo 
Now if Thinking is a Power more various, || C 
more extenſive, more generical, than Mo- I 
tion ; tis manifeſt it cannot be a Mode or Io 
Species of Motion, as Roundneſs is a Mode | at 


Power more generical, than Figure or Mo- 
tion or any other Power of Matter; if qt 


ken together, that can be thought upon; 
tis certainly a gezerical Power in the 
higheſt degree; And conſequently, (if it 
be at all a Power of Matter, it will ob- 
lige you to run into the Alfurdity you | 
declare you would avoid. For, by your la 
own Confeſſion, you would grant readily, Ide 
that, was Confcionſnefs a generical Power 
like Fieure and Motion, (like Figure and 


rical than either of them,) it would be like- 
wiſe the Sum aud Refult of the Conſciouß 


neſſes 


0 
meſſes of the ſeveral Parts; and ſd there 
would be as many diſtinct Conſcionſneſſes, as 
there are Particles of . Matter, of which the 
Syftem conſiſts ; Which you do allow to be 
very Abſurd. Age M 
As Figure is the Genus of all tbe Species 
of Figures, ſo the Idea of Figure is the 
Genus of al} the _—_— all the Species of 


9 t 9 3 
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the Genus of all the Ideas of all the Species 
of Motions ; and the Idea of Colour, is the 
Genus of the Ideas of all the Species of Co- 
loursz and the Idea of Sound, is the Genus 
of the Ideas of all the Species of Sounds; 
and the Idea of an Animal, is the Geuus of 
the Ideas of all the Species of Animals. The 
General Ideas of Figure, Motion, Colour, 
Sqgud, Animal, &, are generical Powers 
of the Mind; And Thinking is the Genus 
generalius of all thoſe Powers. With 
what Senſe then can it be ſaid to be one 
of the lower Species, or a Numerical Mode 
of One of thoſe Power? 
4. If it was the Motion of the parts of 

a Corporeal Syſtem, on which its Thinking 
depends ; all the Thoughts There, muſt be 
unavoidably accidental and limited; be- 
auſe each one of the Particles, that by. 
ation cauſe Thought, being in it ſelf mith- 
out any Thought, cannot regulate its owpre- 
otions 3 much leſi be regulated by the 
r 
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Figures : And ſo the Les of Motion, is 
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give fome Deference; 


& 


Thoneht of the Whole ; finee that Thought 
of the Whole, 7s not the Canſe of Motion, 


(for then it muſt be antecedent to it, and 
o without it,) but the Conſequence of it. 
Whereby Freedom, Power, Choice, and all 
rational and wiſe thinking or acting, will be 
quite taken away: So that ſuch a thinking 
Being, wonld be no better nor wiſer, than 


pure blind Matter; fence to reſolve all into 


the accidental unguided Motions of blind 
Matter, or into Thought depending on un- 
guided Motions of blind Matter, is the ſame 


| thing : Not to mention the narrowneſs of 


ſuch Thoughts and Knowledge, that mmf 
depend on the Motion of ſuch parts. Bui 


there needs no enumeration of any more Ab- 


ſurdities and Impoſſibilities in this Hppo. 
theſis, (however full of them it be.) than 
That before- mentioned; ſinte, let this think- 


ing Syſtem be All or a Part of the Matter 


of the Univerſe, it is impoſſible that any one 
Particle ſhould either know its own, or the 


Motion of any other Particle ; or the Whole 


know the Motion of every particular 5 (4nd 


ſo regul ate its own Thoughts or Motions, or 


Indeed have any Thought reſulting from ſuch 


Motion. This Argument, is Mr Locks 


own Words, (Book IV. ch. 1c. Seck. 17. 


to which I cannot but ſuppoſe you will 


5, I 


hs fone. Bo oa oa EEC 


. -k» Co we... 


Aw ra. 


| h 
dr Thinking was a Mode ot * 
, 2 then in like manner as it is a 
Z | proper Expreſſion to ſay; that Cirpulariny 
© | 5 one Species of Figu re, and 5 uareneſT" 4 
24 ſecond; and abe . ira, /arid EI. 
e lipticalneſe- a fourth ; ſo it would be Pro- 
per alſo to ſay; that Girenlar Motion id 
2 | one Species of Motion, and Motion an 4 

0 | Square a ſecond, and Motion i in an EHipfs 
40 "third: and Thinking or Conſciouſneſs a 

- | fourth ; and, I appeal to the common 
e | Senſe of all Mankind, whether Imay not 
ff add with exactiy the ſame reaſon, that a 
1 Tree is a fifth, and a Syllogiſm : a fl «th; and | 
17 Perſonality a ſeventh. b. | 5 = v7 

-| -[Ifto this you will reply, that you! dd 
not mean as you ſay,” that any particular 
| Motion is it ſelf Thought, but that T. hought 
b may be the Reſult af ſome particular Mo- 
ry tion; | anſwet in the words of Mr Hobbs, 
4 that no Reſult of Motion can ever be * Motus 
be any thing elfe but ere Motion ill": nibil gene- 
le} (With a different Juxta-poſition of parts eee 
2 perhaps; of which before, Pag. 42.) And Leviat. c. 
org conſequently all the fore-going Arguments . 
hold equally good, againſt one "Notion 

jet as againſt tlic other. J 1 - 


nn some of theſe Abſardicies are o very 
| croſs, and yet ſuch obvious Conſequences 
I 1 your — that it can hardly be 

G imagined 


C 


f 7 
[1 14 
1 . 


anner 3 In ſuch a manner, by 


"© 50 3 
anagined. you ſhould have overlooked 
them. And indeed you do at laſt indea- 


vou to obviate them in à very  rffetual 


you may, whenever you pleaſe, anſwer 


_ all-the Arguments upon any Queſtion in 


Pag. 59. 


Pag · 60. 


pag. 39. 


fag. 60. 


the World; and remove out of your 
way, not only any Demonſtration, but 
even Intuitive Knowledge, it ſelf. You 
tell me, that I imagine. Conſciouſneſs, to be 
Something elſe than what you contend it in; 

That the Term Conſciouſneſs ſtands with 
You, in another Senſe than with Me 
That with Tou, it ſignißes 4 Numerical 
Power, anſwering to Roundneſs in un Body, 
of to A Motion peculiar to a Syſtem of Mat- 


ter ; but that with Me, it relates to 4 oo 


mera or Idea of my 'own framing. 
No to This I reply.in the Words 4 
Mr Loch; (Book 4. ch. 1. Seck. 4.) 4 


Man infalibly knows, aſſoon as ever he has 
them in his Mind, that the Ideas he calls 


White and Round, are the very Ideas they 
are; and that they are not other Ideas, which 
he calls Red or Square. 


T think I know infallibly, aſſoon as | 


ever I have it in my Mind, that the Idea 
I call Conſcionſneſs, Perception or Thinking, 


is the very Idea it is ; and that it is not 


another Idea, which I call circular Moti- 


on, or E Piptical Motion, or Motion in 4 


Square, 


which 


1 ihes Yo ny 
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Syiare, or the Aon of « Watch of of ay 
other Machine. And I appeal to What 
every Man finds in his own' Mind; *whe- 


ther my Account of Conſciouſefs, or yours 


which makes it to be merely a Mode of 


Motion, be the more Chimerical Idea. 

Simple Ideas cannot be defined nor de- 
ſcribed. When any Diſpute is carried ſo 
far, as to terminate in queſtioning the J. 
deg it ſelf ; there is nothing then left, byt 


to appedl to the Idea which every Man 


has in his own Mind. If 1 affrm that 
this Paper is Whize, and you will contend 
that it is Red; we cannot confute one a- 
nother by Arguments, but muſt appeal 


to the Judgment of the World. It a 


Man will tell me, that by Searlet- Colour 
He does not mean That Chimerical Idea 
which I frame in my own Mind and call 
by that Name; but that He means there- 


by, only a certain Numerical Mode of 


Sound; I know not how he can be con- 
futed, but by appealing to every Mans 
own Ideas. The Idea of Conſcionſnefs. 
which I have in my Mind, appears to Me 
an Idea, which I think I clearly and di- 
ſtinctly perceive to be altogether as diffe- 
rent from the Idea of any poſſible Numerical 
Mode of Figure or Motion, as my Idea of 
Scarlet- colour is different from my Idea of 


the Sound of 4 Trumpet. If any other 
e "WW 


_ Perſon, 
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This proves nothing? becauſe my Idea 


pos” 


Perſon thinks his Idea of Conſciouſueſc, to [far 


be the ſame with his Idea of a circular nis 

Motion or of any other numerical Mode of [of 

Ar ; Iconceive there is nothing more 

to be done, but to permit him to have IM. 
e pleaſure of continuing t to think ſo, as Ibu 

long as he pleaſes. | gu 
The Sum is This. I affirm that Thinks pr. 

ing, . cannot, poſſibly be a mere Mode. of Im: 


Motion ; becauſe the idea Of Thinking and [ex 


e Idea of Motion or any of ita b M. 
ave not the leaſt likeneſs or affinity be- po 
tween them. This, you ſay, proves no: Fra 
thing; becauſe My Idea of Thinking, is a of 
mere Chimera; — Your Idea of it, is ſſu 
the ſame as your Idea of ſome Numerical pc 


Mode of Motion. I reply ; If this proves ſſo 
nothing, then neither can any Argument 


in the World ever proye any thing. For, 
Suppoſe the thing in diſpute be, whether 
ls Square is 4 Grelle. or wbether Blueneſs [th 
is 4 Taſte - 'T contend this cannot poſſibiy Iſu 
be, becauſe my Idea of 4 Square includes Ith 
in it nothing of that Raundneſe which is Ifo 
my Idea of a Circle; and my Idea of Inc 
Blueneſs includes in it nothing like That þ 
Senſation, which is my Idea of 4 Taſte. 
May not another Perſon anſwer, that 


of a Square, or of Blueneſs, is a mere 


-— a but His Idea of a Square, is the 


ſame 


* 


"Ay 


\ Iame.as his Idea of a round * and 
this Idea of Bluemeſs, the ſame as his Idea 


of ſome certain Taſte. - © 
To Conclude. In reviewing this whole: 
Matter, I can hardly perſwade my (elf, 
hut that you have miſtaken your oπ¼ͤ Ar- 
gument. Some ingenious Perſons in the 
preſent Age have indeed undertaken to 
maintain, that God, by the immediate 
exerciſe of his Omnipotence, may make 
Matter Think ; notwithſtanding it be im- 
poſſible that Thinking ſhould refult natu- 
4 5 from any Crna tion or . Diviſion 
of the original Properties of Matter. I 


ſuppoſe they meant, that to Matter diſ- 


poſed. in a certain Manner, and put into 
ſome particular Modes of Motion, Omni- 
pRence could Superadd the Power of 
Thinking. I think the Argument drawn 
from the Diviſibility of Matter, proyes 
that Matter is not a Subject capable of 
ſuch a Superaddition. And if it be not 3 
then recurring to the Divine Omnipotenes 
for the making out an Impoſſibility, is 
not magnifying but deſtroying the Power 


of God ; as indeed all contradictory Ap- 
prehenſions concerning any of his Perfe- 
tions, are really and in event deſtructive 
of aur whole Notion of God ; and have 
no other Effect, than to give profane Men 
an occaſion of ſcoffing at Religion. How: 
/ ever, 


(54 * 


ever. tut nde had the appearanee 

_ (tho'a very falſe one) of being founded . 
in a certain modeſt apprehenſion concern- . 
ing the Tnconceivable Extent of the Di- 
vine Power. But that any Mode of Mo- 
tion ſhould be (not a previous diſpoſition 
or qualification, towards capacitating Mat- 
ter for the Addition of ſuch a 8 
but that it ſhould be) ee (0 L ; 
when all the Matter #4 noſed [” 
that Motion, is ackno edged other wie 
to be void of Thought: This is ſuch an 
Extravagant abſardity, as may juſtly”: 
cauſe wonder how it ſhould ever enter 
into the Heart of any rational Man; eſpe- 7 
cially in an Age, wherein PhiloſophicalÞ®' Bt 
Knowledge has received {0 confiderable}” 
Improvements. 9 be 


Having thus particularly inlfwered the!” 

Argument wherein you placed your main 0 
Strength; It remains that T take notice P ' 
of ſome Incidents in your Reflexion, O 
wherein I think you have either greatly Q 
miſrepreſented Me, or given very diladl. 
vantageous Repreſentations of your OW? 
Phitofophy. ; 


In the Queſtion, Whether 42 Gern of 
Matter can have a Power of Thinking . 


an Ind ividual Conſciouſneſs perlt PE, 
x | > 10 


lat 


in 
. 


U 
We 
n 
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% it, or flowing from any Modifications | 


3 that Syſtem ; you ſaid, you underſtood 
P by a Power of Thinking, only ly ne Thinks 
ing. and not a Capacity of Thinking, _ 

[: replied, there was no need of making 
n leny ſuch Diſtinction; becauſe my Argu- 
t ment was of equal force, in whatever 

ance the Term Conſcionſnoſ was under- 
p? ſtood 5: whether to ſignify the Capacity of 
in Thinking 5g, or Atnal Thinking, or the Re- 
fo flex Act of being Conſcious ha v. Think,” 
Upon this, you make a long Expoſtu- 


lation, what occaſion I had for contending ba. 5 


y with you about the Senſe you fixed to the 
e Lerus. I did not contend much about it: 
Put the Occaſion of ſaying what I did, 


Ie was, becauſe in all Queſtions, the greater 


Laeitude of fignification the Terms may 


be allowed to be underſtood in. without 
h making any Alteration in the Strength of 
the Proof ; the clearer and ſtronger ſuch 
Proof always is ; and the leſs perplexity, 
py lor room for quibbling, remains in the 

| f *JQueſtion it ſelf. 
bz a Senſe that anſwered all the Ends antl 
Purpoſes of my Argument? My Argument 
as indeed bine in the Senſe you 


to approve of your confining me to that 
en Penſe only, when the Argument was e- 


10 
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Yoh ask ; Have vou in not PI "A me p-e- 5. 


nderſtood me in: But I had no reaſon 


qual] 1. 


pag. 6. ; 


the niceſt diftin@®jons that ever you me 
with; being as much as to ſay, that th 


J ſuppoſe you mean) of ſaying that thi 
Reader may take a Word in a Senſe, whid 
yet he is not under a neceſſity of taking 
in, but ay likewiſe take it in ſome Othe 
Senſe if — EY ME ** | 


(5). 


2 coneluf ve in any other Senſe the 


eader might Ryo to underſtand the 
Terms in. AL 
Lou ſay, you have ole ber Ma: ſam; 


| Liber I allom to every other Reader. But, 


if I Wade not, ae is ſome Differences 


between allowing the Reader to take the 
Term Conſtiouſneſs in which of the Three 
forementioned Senſes he pleaſes ; and al- 


| 
| 
[ 
( 
ö 
C 
C 
lowing You to confine it to One 'of thoſe ; 
Senſes, excluſive of the others. J 
I affirmed that the Reader needs not ; 

2 

1 

I 


rrounble himſelf with the Nicety of Diſtincłi 
on between a Capatity of 2 © aFual 


Thinking, and the Reflex Act of Thinking : 

but may anderſtand Conſcionſneſs indiffell 4 

rently in all or any of theſe Significations. 
This Sentence, you think, contains o oj 


Reader need not anderſtand Conſeionſneſ | 
indifferently in any of the before-mentionei 
2 emfications, and yet may underſtand it in 
differently in any of theſe Significations. B 


Where is the Niceneſs (the Ridiculonſne 


— 
& * YC 
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von add; For you cannot Se, but that pus 6. 


e whoever underſtands Conſtionſneſs in any 
| One of thoſe Significations, muſt uſe that 
ye nicety of Diſtiudtion I complain of, whether 
it, he will or #0 ;. For by Reſtraining Com ſci- 
ce onſneſs to any One of theſe Significations, 


ne he neceſſarily diſtinguiſbes T hat One from the 


ee other two + And that therefore you muſt needs 
ons, you carport See the leaſt reaſon | had 
ſef} 7% blame you for 4 needleſs Diſtinction, 
when I allow you to underſtand Conſciouſneſs 


oth indifferently in three Significations, one of 


Fl which you did aſſien as your meaning or 
wall Idea of that word. But, if you pleaſe to 
gf look once again, I ſuppoſe you will be 


fel able to See, that there is no abſolute Ne- 


#5 ceſlity for him that underſtands Conſcrouſ- 
&, in any One of thoſe fore- mentioned Sig- 
niſicationt, to Reſtrain it to That One Sig- 
nification ; E you deſired to do. x 


the Significations of the word Conſcionſ- 
neſs ; And to prove that it does ſo, you 
26 cite a Sentence out of my Letter to Mr 
Dadwell, wherein the word Conſcious can- 
not be underſtood in any other Senſe, 
than to ſignify 2 Thinking, Tis true; 


And in the very ſame Sentence it was 
YOM alſo nfed Otherwiſe. Now becauſe in 
= Ss an that 


Laſtly, you allege that the whole Diſs pag. 8 & 
nel pute turns upon the preſent Diſtinction of 9: 


in that Sentence the word was ſo uſed-.; 


—— ————— — — 


— _- 
that paſſage which you made the Occaſion 
of our preſent Debate, I once uſed the 


word in ſuch a manner, as that the Na- 


ture of the Thing accidentally confined 
it to that Signification; though in the 
more emphatical part of the very ſame 
Sentence, it was uſed in a larger Senſe 
Does this prove that he whole Diſpute 
now turns upon any Diſtinction of the Sig- 
nification of that Word? You might as 


well have ſaid, it proves the remoteſt 


thing in the World from our preſent Que- 
ſtion. The Sentence it ſelf was This: 
'Tis plain, unleſs Matter were eſſentially 
Conſcious, — no Syſtem of it in any poſſable 
Compoſition or Diviſcon can be an Indivi- 
dual Conſcious Being. My meaning was, 
that unleſs Matter were eſſentially Comper- 
ous, that is, unleſs it were eſſentially in- 


dued with ad Thinki:g ; it might be 


proved from its Diviſibility, that no Sy- 
ſtem of it in any poſſible Compoſition or 
Diviſion, could ever be an individual 
Conſcious Being, that is, could ever either 
actually Think or attain a Capacity of 
Thinking, How does it follow now from 
hence, that becauſe in the former part of 
this Sentence, the word Conſcious happens 
to ſignify only aZnal 7 hinkine ; therefore 
in the Queſtion, [Whether Conſciouſneſi 
can inhere in a Syſtem of Matter. ] the word 


(Cou- & 
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cha may not be underſtood at 
large, to lignify either aFral Thinking or 
a Capacity of Thinking 2 Between which, 
after all, there is no "great Difference at 
the bottom. k 

Upon the whole ; why you ſhould be 
diſpleaſed with me for allowing the 
Terms of the Queſtion to be underſtood 
in the greateſt. Latitude, and for indea- 


vouring to prove more than you expected. | 
eis. that no Syſtem of Matter could ei- 


ther have aFual Thinking, or ſo much as 
any Capacity of Thinking ; I could not 
imagine. And why you made ſuch a 
Stir about a Diſintion, which did and 
ſtill dpes appear to me to be very need- 
leſs; I could conceive no other Cauſe, 
185 only that you might perplex the Que- 
ion. 

Thus I have given you the Negſon, you. 
Demanded, of my Conduct in this 1 : Pag. 8 
I do not Demand of You, but leave it to 
your Diſcretion, to chooſe whether - you 
will give any Reaſon of jours, or no: 
For, (if you will give me leave to uſe 


Four own Expreſſion) J cannot aſſe ee. 8. 
good one for rt. | 


You ask; 3 If oh Son! or Principle Of rae. 23. 
Thinking be Undivided, how can it think 
ſucceſſrvely, divide, abſtraF, combine or 

H 2 _ ampliate, 


x * j — n 


ampliate, retain or revive Impreſſions in the 


Memory ? and how can it be capable, partly 
or wholly to forget any thing? And the Cor- 
poreity of the Soul, you think, is further 


proved experimentally, from our being 
tired with contemplating, as much as with 
7 : 1 . 
fenging and dancing; from the ReaFior of 
our Thoughts or of our Ideas and Words, 
mutually exciting each other ; and from 


the Forgetfulneſs of Childrex and Old People, | 


upon any cauſe that diſcompoſes the Organ. 
Io this I anſwer. The Reaſon why 


* 


the Soul or Principle of Thinking, though | ti 
it ſelf Ondivided, yet thinks ſucceſſively, 
divides, abſtracts, combines or ampliates, 


retains or revives Impreſſions in the Me- 
mory, or partly or wholly forgets Things; 
is becauſe The Whole Soul thinks ſucag(- 
ſively, divides, abſtracts, combines or am- 
pliates, retains or revives Impreſſions in 
the Memory, or partly or wholly forgets 
things: And none of theſe Phænomena 
can be explained by the various Acts of 
the various Parts of a Boaaly Organ alone. 

Our being tired with Contemplation; the 
mutual ReaFron of our Ideas and Words; 
our Forgetfulneſs that follows upon cer- 
tain DefeFs or Diſcompoſures of the Brain, 
Oe ; do not prove that the Soul it ſelf is 


* 


2 Bodily Organ; but only that it Ad, 


por, and is AFed upon by, Bodily Or- 
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gans ; and is aſſiſted by them, as Inſtru - 
ments in its Operations. Experience 
| ſhows us, that the Sight is bettered by 
good Teleſcopes, and the Hearing by In- 
ſtruments of conveying Sounds; but not 
that thoſe Inſtruments therefore Hear or 
f | See: That all Senſation is bettered by 
„good Organs of Senſe; but not that the Or- 
gans themſelves are Senſeble: That [ma- 
„ ginationand Memory depend on the Brain; 
But not that the Brain imgines or remem- 
bers. The Organs of the Senſes are en- 
| | tirely diſtin& from one another; But the 
„Thing which perceives by thoſe different 
„Organs, is One and the Same Thing; one 
- | Thinking Being, which every Man calls 
3 | Himſelf. And this One Thinking Being, 
- | he not ſome Powers in ſome Parts, and 
- | other Powers in other Parts; ſome AQi- 
1] ons in ſome Parts, and other Actions in 
S | other Parts; But all its Powers, are the 
Powers of the Whole; and All its Acti- 
ons, are the Actions of the Whole. The 
Whole Thinking Sabſtance, Sees both the 
e | Whole Object, and every Part of it; 
The ſame Whole Subſtance Hears every 
- | Sound, Smells every Odour, Taſts every 
„ Sapour,and Feels every thing that Touches: 
any Part of the Body. Every Imaginati- 
„on, every Volition, and every Thought; 
is the Imagination, Will, and . g 
ja 
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of that Whole Thinking Subſtance, whit 


pag. 28, 
& 29. 


I call 12 y ſelf. And if this One Subſtance 


(which we uſually ſtile the Soul or Mind)” 
has no Parts, that can A& ſeparately 3 
it may as well be conceived to have none, 
that can Exiſt ſeparately ; and ſo, to be | 
abſolutely Taken. 


1 alleged that it is Abferd i to annex Con- 
ſeronſneſs to ſo flux a Subſtance as the Brain 
or Spirits ; becauſe if ſuch a Subſtance could 


be the Seat of that Confciouſneſs, by which a_ 
Man not only remembers things done many 
years ſince, but alſo is Conſcious that He 
 bimelf, the fame individual Being, was the 
Doer of them; it would follow that Conſci- 
ouſneſs could be transferred from one SubjeF 
to another ; that is, that a Quality could 
ſubſiſt without inhering i in any Subject at all; 
which all rational Men allow to be impoſſi ble. 
To this, you reply; that i order to retain 


the Conſciouſneſs of an Action, it is necef- 


ſary to revive the Idea li it, Before any con- 
ſidlerable Flux of Partic „ and by reviving 


the Idea of that Aion, 1 imprint afreſh 


_ theConſcionſneſs of having done that Action; 
which the Brain has as lively an Impreſ 2 


fron of Conſe ionſneſs, (though it be not en- 
tirely compoſed of the ſame Particles, 
as it had the day after it did the Acłi- 
a, Ly as it bas 7 4 9 or any other 
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nem Jdea not before - imprinted on it. 


Fa 


Conſciouſneſs of having done that AFion, is 
an Idea imprinted on the Brain, by recolle · 
Ting or bringing into View our Ideas, before 


they are quite worn out z which Idea conti- 


nue in me not only the memory of the Acłi- 
on it ſelf, but that I did it. Aud if there 


is every now and then, arecolleFion of a paſt 


Action; it may hereby be conceived, that 
a man may be conſcious of things done by. 
him, though he has not one particle of Mats 
ter the ſame that he had at the doing of thoſe 
things; without Conſciouſueſſes being tranſ= 
rr'd from one Subject to another, in any 


abſurd Senſe of thoſe Morde. And again: 


If Matter can know at this Iuſtant, that it pag. 58. 


Thinks ; you can ſee no reaſon why it may 
na remember to morrow what it thinks of 
to day, though ſome, Particles will be then 


wanting which it has at preſent : Aud if it 
can remember at all; then the Memory of 


things may be continued even after we have 
loſt all the particles of Matter. that we had 
at the doing them, by continual. intermedi>- 
ate repeating or imprinting afreſh our Ideas 
before they are quite loſt or worn out. But 
the Fallacy of this Reply, is very e- 
vident. For to affirm that 'mew Matter 
perpetually added to a fleeting Syſtem, may 


of Ideas, participate and have communi- 
. cated 


by repeated impreſſions and recollections 
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cated to it a Memory of what was for. 


merly done by the Whole Syſtem ; is not 


_ explaining or proving, but begging the 


5 
l * 
— 


Queſtion, by aſſuming an ipoſſible Hypo- 


theſis. But ſuppoſing it were poſſzble, that 
the Memory in general of ſuch or ſuch an 
Action's having been done, might be pre- 
ſerved in the Manner you ſuppoſe; yet it 
is a manifeſt Contradiction, that the Con- 
ſeionſneſs of its being done by Me, by my 
own Individual Self in particular, ſhould 
continue in me after my whole Subſtance 
is changed; unleſs Conſciouſneſs could be 
transferred from one Subject to another, 
in the abſurdeſt Senſe of thoſe Words. 


For to ſuppoſe that One Subſtance ſhould 


be Conſcious of an Action's having been 


done by It ſelf, which really was not die 


If therefore you will anſwer, (which is | 
the only poſſible ſeeming Evaſion in this 


by It, but by Another Subſtance ; is as 


plainly ſuppoſing an Individual Quality to 
be transferred from One Subject to ano- 


ther, in the moſt abſurd Senſe; as tis 


plain that Conſciouſneſs is a real individual 


Quality, and different from bare general 
an | "NY 


Caſe, ) that That which we call Conſcionſmeſs, 
is not a xt individual numerical Qualit), 
like the numerical Figure or Motion of a 


ſolid Body; but a fleeting transferrible 


Mode 


kh 
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dee Pater, like the Noudddeld ob cke 


+ | Mode of Motion of Cireles upon the Fade 
of a running Stream; Afid that the Fer 
ſon may ſtill be the lache, by a con 
« Superaddition of the ile Conſcib 
notwithſtanding the Whole Subſtate* 25. 
changed: Then I ſay, you make I 145 
+ | Perſonality'to be a mere external imdgin in. 
Denomination, and nothing at aft in rea- 
7 lity : Juſt as a Ship i is called the fame Nfg, 
4 | after the Whole Subſtance is changed b 
frequent Repairs ; or a'Rzver is called 
I ſame River, though/ the Water of it 5 


every day new. The Name of the Ship 


at all the dane: And the continued ert 
of the River, ſignifies Water running in 

the faine Channel, but not at all the 7 Fi 
Water. So if a Man at forty years'of 


in him, neither material nor immaterial, 


the ſame Perſon, by a mere external ima- 


of Ieixary ee z in ſuchi a Senſe as a 


Statue may be called the ſame Statue, af- 


5 ter its whole Subſtance has been changed 


5 by piece: meal ; But he cannot be 'really 


individual numerical Conſciouſneſs can be 
transferred from one Subject to another: 


of 


is the ſame ; but the Ship" it ſe ſelf, ĩs A 


Age, has nothing of the ſame Subſtance | 
|| that he had at twenty; he may be called 


and truly the ie Perſon,” unleſs the ſame 


e For, * * 1 or exeiting 
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py gage in the new 20000 
Patts, the marmer you ſuppoſe 8 
not h. a Deception and Deluſion, 
the Form of. Memory z a making 
the Man to ſeem to himſelf to be Conſci- 
us of having done That, which really 
Na not done; by Him, but by Another. 
backe Capſciouſnels in a Man, whoſe 
Suhl ANCE is * y changed, can no more 
Wen Juſt and Equitable for ſuch a 
an ata puniſhed! fr an Action done 
A; 8 . 2 Addition 


o 


I he any Namber of Men now 
iy 55 giving's like Modification to 
| the Mo of the Spirits in the Brain of 

a — them: ceſpectively ; could male 
them All to be One and the ſame indivi- 

Ferſon, at the ſame time that they 
remain ſeveral and diſtinct Perſonsʒ or 
make it juſtgand reaſonable for all and 
every one of them:to be puniſhed for one 
and the ſame individual — done by 
One only, or N by None: of them 


at all. N A 5 Th 


My Jock. himſclf, in the - very plant 
here he contends that Conſeronſreſs makes 
the [ac individual Perſon, not withſtand- 

ing that the Whole Subſtance he ſuppoſed 
o be changed; W We 
| 00 
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CE) 

(Beal Il. cb. ay. Sd 131) that Tuchi a 
cont inuation of the Jes Conſciouſweſrin 
a fleeting Subſtance, would be 4 fepre. 
ſenting That #o the Mind'torhave been; which 
volts: never mar ; 2 nepreſenting to One iu. 
telleFuel: Subſtdrice”; as done by it ſelf; m 
it never did, aud was perbaps dune by forme 
other Agent; a repreſent ation without:reality 
x Matter of Fa&, as|ſeaeral:repreſentations 
1 Dreams. are ; a Tranaferring by a /\fatal 
Pride from: One: to Another, T hat Conſcions uſe 
neſs which draws Reward or Pamiſharexe 
with it ʒ à making Two [or Two Hundred} 
Thinking & ubſtancer, to be but One ¶ Indi- 
vid, Perſon 3 And leaves it to be cunſis 
dered. hom far ibis muy be an Argument as 
gainſt ' chaſe who would. Watt Thinking | in 4 


om of felling Animal. Ghirit. 
To ſay here, that Gods Juſtice! and 


ſuch inevitable Deceit upon Men z is no- 


thing to the Purpoſe. For if it be but 
naturally poſſeble for him to do That a 


which, upon Suppoſition of the Truth o 
your Notion, will be a plain Contradicf ion; 


| this is a certain Demonſtration that yout 
Notion is Falſe. And I think it is a C 


tradiFion plain enough, to ſay that Gods 
impreſſing permanently upon rcos Mens 


Minds, after the manner of the repreſen- 


Waere a Dream, the like Conſcioufneſs 


1 2 | | with 


Goodneſs will not permit him to put any 
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with that ag find in my Own Mind; 


would make every One of them to be, 
not Perſons libe me, but the ſume Tadivi⸗ 


dual Perſon with my ſelf. According to 


ſuch Reaſoning as this, Accidents need 
not have any neceſſary Dependence on 
their Subſtance: And the ſame individual 
Subſtance / may as well be conceived to 


exiſt in a thouſand places at once, under 


like Accidents; as the ſame TIndividuating 
Accidents .or | Qualities can inhere in a 
Thouſand different Subſtances at once. 


By which fame Subtilty, (as Believing too 


Pas. 57. 


vurh and too little, have commonly the 
Luck to meet together, like things mov- 


ing two contrary ways in the fame Cir- 


cle;) all the Abſurdities in the Doctrine 


of Tranſi N r me ly be recot- 


blade Ar 217018 


Ton dery that we ſave! any | Conſciouſueſd 
40 all, that we continue the Aue Individual 
Being at different times.” If ſo ; it can be 
to no great purpole for us to "diſpute a- 


bout Any Thing: For, before you re- 


ceive my Reply, you may happen poſſibly 
to be etitirely changed into another Sub- 
ſtance; and, the next time you write, 


may deny that you have any Conſciouſ- 
neſs at all, that you continue the ſame 


Individual Being who wrote this Remark- 


enn Sentence. But ta the Aſſertion, 1 


anſirer : 


- 


{1 | | = 
Fe : 4 i 2 
(<9) 


x Eirher proves a 

Man to be the ſame Individual Being at 

different times; Or elſe it is a mere De- 

ceit and Delufion ; and by being added ; 
in like manner to other Subſtances; might 

(as I faid)-make an Hundred other Men is 
with equal juſtice liable to the ſame pu- - 
niſhment with himſe}f' for any One Indi- 

vidual Action done by Him. But of this 

more, when I come to ſpeak of the uſe - 

fulneſs and importance of the preſent Ar- 

gument to the Ends and Purpoſes of Re- 
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ligion. "jt 
Fou affirmed, that The Matter, of which bas. 29 
* 


an Egg conſiſts, doth entirely conſtitute the 

> | young; One ; and that the Aion of Senſat © 
ons began under a particular diſpoſition of the | 
Parts by Motion To this I anſwered 5 
that ſo far i it from being true, that the | | 
Matter of the Egg, by any particular Diſpo- 
tion of its Parts by Motion, ic farmed into 
or entirely | conſtitutes the young One ; that 
according to the beſt Diſcoveries by Microſ-- 
copes and in Anatomy) it does not conſti- 
| tute it at all,,not ſo rruch ac the Body of it; 


05 © 


ut only ſerves it for Nouriſhment andGrowth. 

Tou reply: fy our Eyes we can perceive bug. 37 5 
the organized Body of the Animal to be Part 

of the Matter of the Egg; no Mioroſcopical | 

| || Obſervation cap defiroy ſuch Matter of —_ 
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8 
and = make 27 Ste Nothing; where ye 
do. Ses Saniet ling. Now I am very forry, 


Sir, to ſind you in a ſerious and impoi· 
tant Queſtion deſcend to ſo extremely, 


mean and trifling a Quibble. For, This 
is exactly tho ſame thing, as if yau ſhould) 


ſay, that by your, Eyes you can perceive 
an incloſed Worm to he Part of the Mat- 


* of the Nut it feeds on; or tllat 55 


your Eyes you can perceive a Man toibe: 
. 7 5 er 97 the Houſe he durcli 


in. 76-2004 <1 07 mm 
" . i 93 i Ogi : 
I called Ota: the Effect of the 


* continued ant regular Operation of ſome O- 


ther Being on Matter. Tou replied ; that 
it does nat appear, hut that: Matter gravi- 
tates by virtue of Power- originally pl aced%u 
it by God, and ir now leſt ia it "elf 10 4 


| by thoſe original Powers. To this | anſwe- 


red; that « Law or Power, that is to ſay, 
4 were. abſtra? Name, or complex Notion, 
which is no real Berngs cannot. impel 2 Stone, 
and cauſe it to begin to Move. | Tou reply 
again ; that you deny not the wecelſi uy of 4 


Being iiepeDing another, in order to cane 


that Mode of Motion Aloe; Gravitation: 


8 pas. 36. 


That you ſuppoſe it to be cauſed by the 


Impulſe of Other Bodies e And, to ſpeak 


Jour owre Opinion, it ſeems Matter of Fai 


70 een that the external Figure and. my 
1 f. 
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| onfigur ation of the Part 4 of Mutter; TE AT 
ceiver that peraliar Mode of Motion called 
Gravitation,” fromthe cittumbnibient dp 
l:ng«Bodies, I did imagine, Sir, When 1 
expteſſed my ſelf with ſuch brevity in my 
firſtAnſwer, you hat ſo well ac- 
quainted with NatdtabPhilofophy, as not 
to be ignorant that it has been demon- 
ſtrated even Mathemmtically, that Gravi See the in · 
tation cannot ariſc: from the atio pf. 


5 


aud | texture” of the parts of Mailer, and Tac New- | 


from the tircumimbient b Bodies 3 bon Prin- 
becauſe, if it did, it would not be pro- chrough- 
portiohable to the Quantity of Matter of our ; and 
the Sdlid Content of all Bodies, Without 5. che 
any regard to their Superficial Proporti- End of the 


RR Tn ted, 25 hes Wd Latin Edj- 
ow As we find by Experience it is; ſee- un Hl 


ing all Bodies, df All Textures, and all opricks. 
configurations of Parts, and all Vvarie- 

ties of :ſaperficial Proportion; Ca Bullet, 

or a Feather, or a piece of Leaf- Gold. ot 

a Sheet of Paper 3] deſcend in Velnb with 
equal Swiftneſs. And if Materia! Iunpulſe, 

be not the Cauſe of Gravity; then ſome 
Being that is ot Material, (for Lam or 
Powers ure nbthing but mere empty 


Words) muſt of neceſſity be allowed to 


be the Cauſe of it. But it ſeems you ate, 
notwithſtanding the Force even of De- 
monſtration it ſelf, ſtill of Opinion that 

e | Gravitation 
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ber 37. Gravitation is purely 0iping: to the: i 
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Figure and inward configuration of the 


parts of Matter, and the impulſe of cir- 
cumambient Bodies. For, drop a.\ pound 
Lead, in the Form of 4 Bullet, from tie 
2 of - 4 Tower, and it deſcends in '« Þ 
very quick ſpace to the; ground e Vm 
the external. Figure of the Bullet, by beating 
it broad with a Hummer ; and its Tendency | 


- downward decreaſes 2 the configurati- 


MM on of its Parts by Fire; and it will aſcend, 
iünſtead of aeg N Certainly the Rea» 
deͤer cannot but be greatly ſurprized, to 


meet with ſuch Philoſophy as This, in . 


rag preſent Age. For, what has All This to 


do with Gravitation or with the Cauſe 
0 b ON Bodies Tt ending r Has a Pound 
of Lead in the ow. of a Bullet, a great» 
er Tendency downward, than undet any o. 


ther Form; becauſe the Air making leſs 


Refiſtance to it when in that Form, » ſufs 
fers it to fall more ſwiftly? Or when it 
1 beaten out into a thin Plate, which is 
ill. of a Pound. weight; does its Tendency 
downward decreaſe, 3 the Air ma- 
king greater Reſiſtance to it when under 
that new Form its Superficies is inlarged. 


| ſuffers it now to fall bat ſſowly? Tou 


might by the ſame Philoſophy, and ex- 
Aly with the ſame Truth, affirm that a 


Hundred * -weight , fo long as you 
ſupport 


i tax) 
fupport it with your Hands, bas lg * 5 
Tenilene downward; i becauſe it does not 
Ankeny; Bat, I preſuine, Experience 
will eafily Convince yon of the contrary.” 
in like manner; when Lead being eva. 
Y porated by Fire, aſcends in the Air; inſlead. 
of deſcending -becauſeit is carried upward 
by the Motion of the Air, which Aſcends 
being rarefied with Heat; is therefore its 
Tendency downwards decresſtę You might 
exactly with the ſame reaſon ſiave affirmed 
that a Pound of Lead ii one Seale! of '@ 
Balance, loſes; its Tendency 'downiwaids 5 
I whenever.a greater Weight in the oppo- 
I {ite Scale, forces it to gend inſtead of de. 
ending. The Truth, is plainly Mus: 
| As a Pound of Iod, during the time of 
its aſcending from the Bottom of a Pail 
0 of Water towards the Top, is as much a 
Pound-weight added tothe weight of the 
Whole Water, as a Pound of Lead is, that 
lies ſtill at the Bottom and conſequently 
the Tendeicy of the Wood | downwards, is 
always the very ſame, whether it be 
we aſcending in Water or deſcending in the Air; 
so your Ballet, whether it falls ſwiftly 
in the form of a Bullet, or ſlowly in the 
form of a thin Plate, or falls not at all 
— it is Supported in jour Hind, or on 
the contrary aſcends in the form of Pune, 
en which caſe, ti is in the. Air, exactly 
1 What 
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ren is in the Water ;) ſtill» its 


tion. 
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Tendency downward, that is, its Gravita- 
tion, buen always the ſame, without: 
any the leaſt decreaſe or increaſe : Which 
is the direct Contradictory to your Aſſer- 
As in Pacuo'all Bodies, of all Fi- 
gures. and all Textures whatſoe ver, actually 
deſcend with equal Swiftnefs ; ſo in the | | 
open Air, and every where elſe, their 

Fendency downwards, that is, their Gravi | 


tation, whether they aſcend or deſcend, 


whether they fall ſwiftly or flow ly, or not at 
all, continues always invariably the ſame; 
and cannot be increaſed or decreaſed by any | 
change whatſoever,of their external Figure, 
or of the internal confinration of their Parte, 
or of the circumambient inmelling Bodies. 
Gravitation therefore cannot poſſibly arꝭſe [ 
from the external Figure. nor internal confi- 
guration of the Parti f Matter, nor from the | 
eircenmambient impelling Bodies: ſince by no 
alteration of Any or All of theſe things | 
can the Gravitation of any Body be in 
the leaſt zncreaſed or diminiſhed ; And 
conſequently Gravitation is quite another | i 


thing, than you ſeem to have at all 
thought of, when you ſpoke your Opinion 
| about what ſeemed Matter of Fact to you,) 
and talked of the Decreaſe of a Bullets} 
Tendency downward, upon the va riation 8 
of its Figure. fe | 
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its LWhoever will explain Gravity, which 
ta- by Experience is always proper 
to — Solid Content of Bodies; muſt aſſigg 
ſuch a Cauſe, as ean act vpon. Bodies in 
proportion to their Solid Content, without 
any regard to their Superficial Proportion; 
that is to ſay, ſuch a Cauſe,” as can reac 
and penetrate to'the very Center of ever 
ir ¶ ſolid particle of Matter: Which I ſuppoſe 

you will hardly affirm your circumambient 
Bodies, how ſubtle ſoever, are capable 
of doing. 

And not content b ee ſo ver 

grosſly, in the firſt Foundation of all Na- 
tural Philoſophy; you could not forbear 


es. i Admired that Gravitation ſhould be eftcemed 
of 4 ratter of ſuch Difficulty: among Philoſo-. 

phers ; and that you think It to be fo 
evident and neceſſary an Effect of Marte, 


no i conſtant Motion perpetually ſtriking one 
185, Part againſt another, that you wonder 
in every Body ſhould not ſee it. I ſuppoſe 
\rid the reſt of the World will no leſs Admire 
10 t Tu, for imagining that by fo flight an 
all 


dd miration yon could at once ſet aſide all 
the Propoſitions in that moſt excellent 


f monſtrations, drawn from the Laws Of 
1 Potion no agreed on by Mathematicians 


ki aud 


profeſſing further that you have often bag. 37. 


Book before- mentioned; wherein it is prixcipie 
made appear by ſtrictly Mithematical De- 20% 


phie Ma- 
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a eſtabliſhed -by „ from | 
the VE ER ænomena of the Heavenly Bodies 
that the Prelent Operations of\ Nature; | 


ending upon Gravitation, cannot 
5 be Mechanical Effects of 2 
in conſtaut Mat ion perpetually, Sik omg ans 
part... 4 gainſt another. 8 1577 
Not much unlike to Thie was A. 
a fancying that he had, confuted al 
the Propoſitions 1 an, Euclid, by f Ad miring 
At: | Exclids Definitions of Lines and Sur-! 
faces: And all Men ever ſince, - that um 
dertand the, firſt, Elements of Geometry, 
have Admired at Him for fancy ing ſo: 
| "But that which follows, is ſtill the moſt 
pag, 38 & wonderful of all. Tou ſay; Whether you 
$71 - tale Mr Clarke right or no, the iucompara- 
ble Gir Iſaac .. Newton (in the Prefaceeto 
his Principia, ) 35:of Opinion, that ** ſeverdl 
bs „ Phenomena of Nature may depend. c 
© certain Forces or Powers, whereby een 
6 rj; OE yet. Undiſcovered, the Particles «| 
* Bodies are mutually impelled againſt- each, 
other, — or recede and are driven from? 
"i one another Hbich Forces or See | 
ik being yer unknown, the F bilofophers hithers | 
© #0 hade attermpted Neture i inwvain. Nou 
to inſinuate to your Reader by ſuchid 
; Citation, that This Great Man is of your 
Opinion in the preſent Queſtion 3 whei 
on the FORLTATY, the very Sentence you 
a 8 cite! 


> 7). | 
ite, was ſpoken by him (aspbrärb ds 
he words immediately preceding thoſe 
Fou have cited, ) not concerning Grab. 


not | ion, but concerning Otber more particu- 

ter Mar Phænomena of Nature, 1n'expreſs Com- 

one tradiſtinct ion to thoſe of Gravitationi's and 
ben in that whole Book, from one End 

M. Ito the other; he is profeſſedly confuting 

bo and ſhowing the abſblute Impoſlibility of 

ring your Notion of Gravitation 3 and when 

Sur- We has elſewhere in expreſs:'wards det * orie. 


Powers, he does: not mean (as Tou did 
by Powers originally plared in \ Matter by 
70d) to ſignify the Efficiemt Canſe of cer. 
Wain determinate Motions of Matter, but 
Wo: to expreſs the Action it ſelf by which = 
tte Effect is regularly produced, without 
determining the immediate Agi ori Cuiſſe 
of that Action: After all this, II ay, to 

n inſinuate to your Reader by the titation 
Hof a piece of a ſingle Sentenee, that That 
zreat Man is of your Opinion; is to 


duch a Conduct, as the World, may juſtſi 
aemand 4 Reaſon fromm your ſelf z er 
cannot aſſien u good one fon uu 

Laſtly : As you declare it to Foy your 
pale that Gravitation is cauſed. by 
Aaterial * ; ſo you think it Impoſ- 
1 lible, that jt f . be owing to any In- 
$ Fareriat 


Elared, that by the Terms Forces an Pas. 32% 


uſe your 'own: Expreſſions once more,) vg. 8, 


* 58 - : 
material Canſe + And you believe it to be 
As intelligible, that Matter might att with- 
but Impulſe, by Powers paced i in it by God; 
ar that an Immaterial Being ſhould. move 
Matter, without being ble ro impell it 9 


Contai?.. 

This Belief of yours is ded; whih 
11 upon the Suppoſition, that there is no. 
thing in the World but Targible Sub. 
ſtance; Which Opinion you give no 
Reaſon for ; and therefore it is a wer 


#58 Ja Prejudice. But further: I preſume you 


= will hardly deny, but God himſelf is an 
Jemrmaterial Being; and that He can move 
Matter, thou gh he does not impel/ it by 
ContaF.. Other Inmmaterial Beings there- 
fore, though they do not impel/ Matter by 
Contact, yet it does not from thence E 
low that they cannot move it at all; Be- 
cauſe from God's moving it, it is manifeſl 
that there are other ways of moving it, 
beſides that of impelling by Contact. But 
Powers or Laws, are not real Beings; 
They are nothing but mere Words, or! 
' Notions; and can neither act in any 
Senſe, nor move Matter either with Con- 
tact or without it. I conceive an ordina- 
ry Reader may be able to difcern the Dif- 
ference, between affirming that an Imma- 
terial Subſtance, a real Being, though not 
. and folid, may move Matter ; 0 and 
a rm: 


PY | 550 


o be affirming that a Lam or Power, 2 mete 
vith- MWord or Term of Art, which is really No 
Jod; Thing, and has not traly any Being or 
move Exiſtence, fave only in the Imagination, 
it b an cauſe Matter to mowmmmee. 
© Upon the Whole ; All that you have 
pol. advanced in theſe Sections re Gravita- 
; no; (02, is ſuch marvellous. Reaſoning, to be 
Sub: || 


ade uſe of in the preſent Age, after ſo 
iny great Diſcoveries, founded upon 
xperience, and even Mathematical De- 
onſtration ; that though I have no 
auſe at all to be diſpleaſed with you, for 


2B 
mere | P 
« 


you} 
8 an 


10ve | arguing in ſuch a manner; yet J believe -- - 
it by our Readers cannot but think you might 
ere. {ery well have forborn going out of your 
er Way, to give ſo very diſadvantageous -' | .-:- 
EI. > Repreſentation. of your own Philoſo: 
Be- phy. i 15 WY, 1 | | 
ifeſt TI have been the longer upon | this Head, 

g it, | becauſe the true Theory of Gravitation, l 
But s it has been made out by that excellent 

gs; Perſon whom you juſt now ſo unfortu· 

or hately cited, does in its obvious and ne- 

any Peſſary Conſequences, more entirely fub» 

on- vert the very Foundations of all. pollible ; 

ina- Hypotheſes, wherewith Materialiſts Jim.» 


Fuadertake to explain the Phznomena of 
Nature Mechanically by the mere Po] Ww. 
ers of Matter an Motion; than any 
g Piſcovery in natural and experimental 
= nn 
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( 8 <Y 
"a = ever:yet been;.mads 
in Any: Age: Showing. the Matter ot the 
Univerſe to take up almoſt an infinitely 
ſmall and ihconſiderable part of that 
Space, which yon ſuppoſeto be filled with 
it 3 bearing an truth far leſs Proportion 
to Ol than a Tennis Ball does to abe, 
dy of the Earth: And conſequently; that 
the great Phænomena of Nature cannot 
poſſibly depend upon any Mechanical 
Powers of Matter and Votion, but muſt 
be produted by the Forde and Action df 


ge |” Gao higher Principle it And fo Jeading 


Jace News Us Event With Mathematical Certainty, to 
rons Oh. Imerateriul Pawers;, and: finally to the Au. 
5 „ thor: of all Power, the Great Creator and 
346. Lat. Gouernbur of the erl. ©}- 9% a 23-1600 
610 img awo. ty! 10710 f 31220 $ 
I affirmed, that 5 are many. Demi 
ftrations:,: emem in ah trat nMathenratich ; 
themrſelves.,) which "no | Marr who unde 
funds them] can in tb leuſt aonts: uf tu 
Certainty of; ; which yet: are (attended mii] 
eliffroult Conſequences, that cannot be per 
fell clrared . As for inſtance, thoſi 
coucernitis the infinite Diviſs ſhility of Quant 
tity, ' and. the. Eternity and Immenſety!| of 
Dol. In Anſwer to . you ſay that 
Jas. 4. there are any ſach Demonſtrations, fro 
whence any Contradlickiams or  Abſurditie 
Follow 1 in our . of conceiving =; 

* * a 9 


\ 


£ 


; 4 | : 


ue , And again: Abſurdities and Contril- bac. 4a. 

cho etlont, Ge. And again: Alfurdity, Con. pe. .. 

+ ** radiction, or Diſagreement of Idea; Ce. 3 

p j nd again: You require me to prove that a- pag. 43: 

chat Wiy Ab/urdity or Contradiction follows ei- | 

WU ter from the infinite Diviſibility 6f-Mat- 

er, or from the Eternity or Immenſity of 

God, in our way of conceiving 3 And if T 

annot, T have no ground, you ſay, from 

Whoſe Inſtances, to put Human Nature in 

uch a State of Scepticiſm and Abſurdity; 

ow, by all the Rules of Anſwering, (to pax. it 

Wie your own, Expreſſion ;) you ought x 

Pot to have changed my Words, Diff 

t Conſequences that cannot be perfect 

IF cleared ; into Abſurdities, Contradicti 

, qud Diſagreements of Ideas: Bet 

„ apſe Al ſurdities, Contradictions, and Diſ- 

eeelzent, of Ideas, are things juſt as dif- & 

rent from Diftcult Conſequences of De- 

MWonſtrated Truths, which cannot be per- 

8/7 cleared ; as Light is from Darkneſs, 

eſurdities, Contradictions , and Diſa- 

Wecments of Ideas, are things already per- 

8-77 cleared; that is, things proved with 

feet clearneſe, to be Falſe aud Impoſſi- 

"Wc : But Difficulties that kannob. be per- 

ch cleared, may attend things either 

r % or tertainly True. Alſurdities, 

nt rtradictions, and Diſagreements of Idea, 

ines! d with as perfect clearneſs prove a thing to 
Hy 4 


| 


Folſe; as a poſrive Demonſtration pioves 


. a A a 
— —ᷣ — = r — — 


paz. 8. 


ed from that Fairneſs, for which you 


be excuſed in this Matter; becauſe you 


"CJ. 


a, ching to bs Ties And then kon it 1 
abſolutely impoſſible, that they can Both 


be applied to the ſame thing ; even juſt. 


* xo e that the ſame thing ſnonld 
at the ſame time be both true and falſe. But 


Difficult Conſequences that cannot perfectly 


be. cleared, may. be, and very often are, 


found to attend Things which are De- 


monſtrated to be True. The Reaſon is; 


becauſe Difficulties that cannot perfectly be 


cleared, do not (like Abſurdities and Con- 
tradictions.) ariſe from a Perception of the 
Diſagreement of Ideas, but barely from 
the Defect or Imperfectneſs of the Ideas 


themſelves. Our Reaſon is able to appre- 
hend clearly the Demonſtration of the 
Certainty of the Exiſtence of ſome 


Things, where the Imagination is not able 
to conpreibend the Ideas of the Things 
themſelves. This is plainly the Caſe of 


the infinite Diviſibilit 7 of Quantity, of In- 


Finity and Eternity in general, of the 
| Actions as pupil Subſtances upon Mat- 


ter, of many other Things. Here 
a horefore I have. juſt Cauſe (it | may uſe 


your own Expreſſion once again.) to dc- 


mand 4 Reaſon of your Conduct; and tc 
complain that you have greatly depart 


RENT, Papers were juſtly commended. 
And you can ſtill the more hardl 


Ene 


4 


you 
nen 


| ſelf cite upon another i 


E 


* monſtrated to be True; it ovght- not 
80 to diſtarb us, that there be perhaps 


(9). 2 
knew I had before [expreſſed my ſelf ve- 
ry particularly and fully: concerning the 
ſame Thing, in a Book which you Dl 
CCALION in the ver) | 
next Page to That Shavinlyougccaleld me 
ſo wrongfully. My Words were Theſe: 
(Demon trat. of the Being and Attrib. of God, 
P. 200 % Since in all Qveſtions/concerii- | 
ing the Nature and Perfections of God, 
or concerning any Thing to which the 
Idea of Eternity or Infinity is joyned; 
as though we can indeed demonſtrate cer- 


< tain Propoſitions to be true; yet it is 
* impoſſible / for us to comprehend or 


frame any adæquate or complete Ideas 


of the Manner How the things ſo de- 


Therefore when 
once any Propoſi tion is clearly de- 


2 monſtrated, can Be: 


perplexing Gbjections on the other 


785 ef de, which for want of adæquate 
66 Ideas of- the Manner of the Exiſtence 


f the Things demonſtrated, are not 
75 eaſy to be anſwered. Indeed, were 
*© jt poſſible there ſhould be any Propo- 
< ſition, which could equally be Deman- 
'* ſtrated on both ſides of the Queſtion, 

or which could on both ſides be re- 
* duced to imply a Contradiction, as Some 
Hy 0 rr allerted; 3J This 
5 <6. it 
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8). 


2 * muſt be confeſſed, would alter the 


5 Cafe 5 Upon this abſurd Suppoſiti- 
46 on, all Difference of True and Falſe, 


„all Thinking and Reaſoning, and the 


Uſe of all our Faculties, would be 
« d entirely at an End. But when to De- 
« es eee on the one fide, there are 


ppoſed on the other, only Obje&ions | 
. raiſed from our Want of having adz- | 
% quate Ideas of the Things themſelves; 
this ought; not to be eſteemed a Real 


{© Difhculty. Tis poſitively and clearly 


ot*; Demonſtrable, that Something has 
been from Eternity: All the Obje&ions 
therefore raiſed againſt the Eternity of 
any thing, grounded merely on our 
Want of having an adæquate Idea of 
2 Eternig; ought to be lookt upon a as 


of no real Solidity. Thus in other 
6 the like Inſtances: Tis Demonſtrable, 


for Example, that Something muſt be 
** actually Infinite All the Metaphyſical 


6 Difficulties therefore, which ariſe uſual- 
ly from applying the Meaſures and 


-* Relations of Things Finite to what 
$48 Infinite; and from ſuppoſing Fi- 
nites to be C Aliquot] Parts of {»finite, 
3 when indeed they are not properly 


ſo, but only as Mathematical Points]. 
to Quantity, which. have no Propor- 


4 190 top at all; (ns. from ase en all A 


Jn fi ine. 


rr 


14 
\ | 


ifinites to be Equal, when in things 
I diſparate they manifeſtly, are not ſo; an 
infinite Line, being not only, v 85 ual to, 
| but afrz#ely leſs than an infinite Surface; 
and an' 7 5 Surface, than Space infi- 


| 

ite in al Dimenſions 30 ought ta | 

> |< eſteemed vain and of no Force. 

- | * ſtrable, that Quantity, is infinitely Di- 

* vifible :, All the Objections therefore 

“ raiſed (by ſuppoſing the .Sums. Total 

y of all Infinites to be equal, when in diſ- 

s || parate Parts they manifeſtly are not ſo; 

is | and] by comparing the imaginary, Equa- 

ff | << lity or Inequality of the Number of the 

“ Parts of Unequal Quantities,, whoſe 

59 Parts have really 20 Number at all, 
{they all having Parts without Number ; 

er “ ought to be look d upon as weak and 

e, , altogether Inconcluſive: GW. 


al Y Concerning the Queſtions, Whether 
+ JImmaterial Subſtances be extended or 
ad | not; and Whether, upon Suppoſition of 
at their being extended, they, may not ne- 
i-vertheleſs be of ſuch, a Nature; as not 
te, I to conſiſt. of Parts, which (like the Parts 
of Matter) are themſelves every one of 
nts them complete diſtinct Beings, ſeparable, 
or- and wholly independent of each other: 
allJ.A/a, Whether from the Immateriality * 
me : -. my 


| £86). 
the Souls of Brutes, it follows that they 
muſt of neceſſity be put into an eternal 
state of Rewards and Puniſhments: 
Concerning theſe Queſtions, I ſay, 1 


have nothing further to add; 3 but on- 
ly that I think All yon have advan- 
ced upon theſe Heads in your "Refle- 
xions, hath been already clearly ob- 
viated in my former Papers; To which 
therefore I refer the Reader, who, I 
fear, is already too much tired with Re- 
petitions. | ; 


| 
In the Jaſt cs you challenge n me to 
F. 45 & ſhow that my Argument is of any Uſe toll 
61. the Endi and Purpoſes Religion.” That]! 
it is of the Greateſt UL , wil I pp 1 
poſe eafily be granted; if it be evi- 
dent that the Notion I am arguing a- 
gainſt, is utterly deſtructive of Religion. 
And in what reſpects it is ſo, I ſhall give 
you an Inſtance or two. to confi der of; 
and ſo conclude. ; 

15 then; If the Mind of Man, were 
nothing but a certain Syſtem of Matter 
and Ihinlins, nothing but* a certai 
Mode of Motion i in that Syſtem : It would 

175 — follow, that, ſince every Determinatio 
of Motion depends neceſſarily upon the 
| Tmpulſe that cauſes it, therefore ever 

| ak in a Man's Mind muſt likewiſe be 
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# neceſſary, and depending wholly, upon f a- | 
external Cauſes ; And there could be no 4% & 48. 
ſuch thing in Us; as Liberty, or a Power. 

aud Purpoſes of Religion, mere Clocks and 
Watches are capable of ſerving, needs no 


5 


long and nice Conſideration. 


2aly. If Thinking, in a Man, be no- a 
thing but a Mode of. Motion or of ang o- a 
ther Quality of Matter; it will be but 1 

too natural a Conſequence, to conceive i 
that it may be only the ſame thing in ; 1 


all Other Rational Beings likewiſe 3 and 


even in God himſelf, And what a Noti- 
on of God This would give us, is not 
difficuſt to imagine. A Friend of yours ; 


has given us a very broad hint, whither E 


' * W | * he cerning the 
This tends; when he tells us that Nene en 


greateſs Freedom or Liberty we can conceive pn in proje- 


to belong to ANY BEING, is ſuch as he /itions, the 
there largely explains to be No Liberty e 
at all, but Abſolute Neceſſity, ſuch as pends upon 


the Motion of a Watch or Clock is deter- im Te. 
mined by. 3 "EP" 


r 
Kg . 4A . wit Ago 47. 
_.3d!y, If the Soul, be nothing but a 


4 Syſtem of Matter; and Thinking, nothing 


but a Mode of Motion or of ſome other 
Power of Matter; the Doctrine of the 
Reſurrectian, (as I before obſerved, pag. 


66 Ge.) will be inconceivable and incre- 


dible ; and the Juſtice of future Rewards 
1 MS 7 og JON and 
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ſame Perſon, but a Creation of a mew 


(8) 


; nd; puniſhments, impotlible to L8mads 


The Notion of ihe Souls Immtite- 


reality, evidently facilitates the Belief of 


a Neſurrection and of à future Retributi- 


on, by ſecuring a Principle of Perfordl 
Individuality, upon which the Juſtice of 
all Reward or Puniſhment is entirely 
founded: But if Thinbing be in reality 
nothing but a Power or Mode, which in- 


hering im a looſe and fleeting Syſtem" of 


Matter, perifhes utterly at the Diſſoluti- 
on of the Body ; then the reſtoring the 


Power of Thiskirg to the ſame Body 41 


the Reſurrection, will not be a Raiſing 
again of the ſqm Individual Perſon ; but 
it will be as Poly a Creations of a nem 
Perſon, as the Addition of the like Power 


of Thinking to a new Body Now, wopld 


be the Creation of a nem Man, For, as 


God's ſupperadding Now to a new par- 


cel of Matter, the like Conſtionſneſs with 


what Hat this time find in my ſelf, would 


not make that 'new parcel of Matter to 
be the ſame individual Perſon with me; 


but only another Perſon Like me; ſo his 
ſuperadding That Conſciouſneſs. at the 


Reſſurrection, to the ſame particles of Duſt, 


of which my Body was formerly com- 


poſed ; will not be a Reſforatiom of the 


one like me; For, the ſameneſs of the 
fenſeleft 
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rene 


1 
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from the flux nature of. The Subſtanee of . 
our Bodies, is not that/which Now niakes 


me to be the ſamſe Pein; and there 
fore cannot be that, whic l will Then 
make me to be ſo;" 1 my preſent Col. 


ſciouſneſs, be nothing but f Mode of "Mo- 
tion in the fleeting: partides- 65 my Bfaih 


or Spirits; this Comſoionſmeſs will be as 
utterly” deſtroyed: at the Diffolution'sf 
my Body, as if tlie very Suhſtance of 
15 Body was annihilated: And it would 
be juſt as poſſible for the Jame Indivi- 
ua! Perſon to be created ' agdire, after an 
abſolute" Annihilation 3 as to be Feftored 
again, after ſuch a Diffolutro#.' But now, 
if the ſame Perſon, after Annihilation, 
could, by feſtoring of the ſame Cum 


Lare, be efeated -agaif's he might 


s poſſibly be created again, by addit 


Hol of the ſame Conſeionſueſs to new 


Matter, even before annihilation of tHe 
firſt : From whence it would follow, that 
Two, or two Hundred; ſeveral Perſons; 
miglit All, by a Sup xeraddition of the 


Y like Conſeronſreſs, be ks and the ſame. 
individual Perſon, at the ſame time that 
| they remain ſeveral and diſtind Perſons; 


It being as eaſy for God to add 2% 
Conſtionſneſt to the new fotmed Matter 
ef Oue of of one Hundred Bodies hi 

N this 
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. 
this:preſent Tine, as to thè Duſt of my 
preſent Body at the Tire of ile Reſurre: 
ction, And no Reaſon can he given, 
why it would not be as juſt at any time, 
to puniſh for my Faults a new created 
Man, to who; wy! Conſriouſneſs is by the 
That Ferſon. who at the Reſurredbion 
hall by the ſame Power be new made 
out of the Duſt of my Body, with the 
fame. Confeiouſueſe ſuperadded: It being 
allowed that Then, 258 well .as Now, tis 
not the Sameneſs of the particles of 
Duſt, that makes the . Perſon. But 
if it was; yet That would make no 
difference in this Matter? For, the Par- 
ticles of Duſt, which in the courſe of 
twenty years have ſucceſſively. been pert 
of the Subſtance of my Body, are enough 
in Quantity to form ſeveral Bodies: And 
if the Addition of a like Conſciouſneſs 
with what I now find in my ſelf, to One 
of thoſe Bodies at the Refurrection, will 
make It to be the ſame Individual Per- 
fox with Me the Addition of the like 
| Conſciouſneſs to Twenty of them, would 
conſequently make every one of them 
to be (not Perſons lite Me, but) the 
ſame Individual Perſon with Me, andy + 
with each other likewiſe. Which is the 
greateſt Abſurdity in the World: A 
. | Abſurdit) 


£ 
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ſequently your Doctrine, (which ſuppoſes 


"Tins 


Abſurdityi.equal (as I before aid) to 
that of Tranſulſtantiation. This inex- 
plicable Confuſion, wherewith your Da- 
ctrine perplexes the Notion of. Perſonal 


Jdentity, upon which: Identity tie Ju- 


Rice' of all Reward and Puniſhinent 


manifeſtly.” depends; makes the Reſur- 
reition, in Your way of arguing, to be 
inconceivable and impoſſible : And coh- 


the Body to be the Whole Man, ) is deſtru- 
Rive of Religion; leaving no room for 


Reward or Puniſhment, but in the preſent 
Life only; and conſequently giving Men 
liberty to do every thing for thein pre- 
ſent Pleaſure or Advantage, that can be 
done with 2 good Colour, and without 
Ae obnexious to human Laws: Which 
Is tne 
befal Mankind. But if the Soul be, as 
Wie believe, a permanent indiviſlle I- 
traterial Subſtance, then all theſe -Dith- 
 culties vaniſh of Themſelves... id 


greateſt Miſchief that can poſſibly 


It is here to be obler ved. that all 


| the Abſurd Conſequences which I have 
now (in conſidering of what Uſe my 
Argument is to Relzgibn) . ſnown to fol- 
low. from your Doctrine, with ref | 
to the Reſurre@ion ; do e 
from it (as has been be 
an even without reſpect te ibe Tee 


_ follo 


M 2 For 


p 2g 
For as it is Abſurd: to ſuppo ſe; (which 
you muſt do in your — that at be 
Reſurrection the ſame individual Perſon can 
be feſtored; merely by the Addition of 2 
ike Conſciouſneſs. with. that which utterly 
periſhed at the Diſſolution of the Body, 
to the Duſt of the ſame Body when recol- 
lected again: As this, I fay, is plainly 
Abſurd, becauſe in the ſame manner 
twenty other Men formed out of the ſame 
Dult, (of which there is quantity enough 
belonging to every Perſon that has lived 
any Number of Tears, ) may alſo by an 
Addition of. the like Conſciouſneſs be- 
come every one of them That One Same 
Individual Perſon, at the ſame Time that 
they remain ſo many ſeveral and diſtin 
"Perſons : So, - without regard to any fe- 
ture Reſurrection, there is the very ſame 
Abſurdity in ſuppoſing (as you do,) that 
a Man at this preſent Time, though he has 
none of the ſame Subſtance belonging to 
him, may yet. merely by a like Modifi- 
cation of the Motion of his Spirits, con- 
tinue to be e ſame Individual Perſon he 
Was twenty years ſince; There is, I ſay, 
- the very fame Abſurdity in this Suppoſiti- 
on. as in the former; becauſe there is no 
difference between ſuppoſi ing. that any 
Number of new Bodies at the Reſurre- 
* Kern, or * Number of dif- 
FT ſerent 


3 
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ferent Men now living e "of or 
any Number of different Bodies e £ 
one another in one continued Form by a 
| [perpetual uninterrupted Flux of Particles, 
Icwich is the thing you contend for; * 
can be One and the fame Individual: Perſon, 
merely by a like Modification of the Fi. 
gures and Motions of their Parts reſpe- = 
tively, without having 1 ches at all, 
the Laute! in een, 


„ 
* * 
8 


To the Propoſitions I laid 405 wo at ta” 
Concluſion of my former Reply, you have 
objected nothing, but what (I think) is 

already clearly een in the e x 
2 22 75 N 


of 4; bg 


i - 


JN 6 x 
* 


» Px] 
. >, v F * 
* 4 4 
a J : 2 Sk + 2 : | OY 
* (4 Ef g * 
i , F-T 2 * ; \ 
pe 5 

3 3 


K 


Pat. lin. g read. r 
4 8— 1 — Wb ˖ 0 

1 12— 9 —— nat ſa | 

BY 7d San þ © 


yy x : 
a». Ft 
: "IF" g 
* 7 * FT 
2 & 4 ** 1 


| SRD - #1 
; we & 
* th * 
*- 


n i — 
Crown ini 
F © Bf N 


* 
* 114 l Fi: i 


Demonſträeien of the Being and Attributes of God : more 
particularly in Anſwer to Mr Hobbs, Spinoza, and their Rol- 
lowers, Wherein the Nation of Liberty Þ ſtated, and the Foſſi- 
bility and Sertainty of it proved, in Oppoſition to Nepeſſity 
and Fate. Being the Subſtince of Eight Sermons Preach'd a> 
the Cathedral-Chuxch of Sc Paul, id the Year 1704- [as cha 
Lecture Founded by the Honourable Robert | Boyle Eſq; The 
Second Edition. Pr ee 3. 21 W419; 6S7 I 15 Cod £4.42 . 
A Yiſcourſe eonterning the Unchangeahle Obligations of Na- 
tural Religion, and the Truth and Certainty of the Chriſtian Re- 
velation. Being Eight Sermons Preach'd ar the Cathedral-Church 
of St Paul, in the Year 1705, at the Lecture Founded by the 
Honouxable Robert Re Eſc; The Second. Edition. Price. 35. 

A Paraphraſe on the Four Evangeliſts. Wherein, for the 
clearer Und rſtand ing je Sacred Hiſtory, the whole Text and 
Paraphraſe gre: Printed in ſeparate; Columns - over-againſt - each 
other. Together with Critical Notes on the more iffpult Paſ- 
ſages. Very Uſeful for Families. In two Volumes. 9 vo. Price 125, 
The whole _ of a Chriſtian, Plainly Repreſented ib 
three Practical Eſſays, on Beptiſm, Confirmation and Repentance 
_ Containing full Inſtructions for a Holy Life: With earneſt Exhor- 

rations, eſpecially to young Perſons, drawn from the Conſi®rra 
tion of rhe Severity of the Diſcipline of the Primitive Church 
The 2d. Edition. Price 6d, 100 for 24. fige Paper Bound 15. 

Some Reflections on that part of a Book called Amyntor, Or 
The Defenſe of Miltons Life, which relates ro the Writings of th 
Primitive Fathers and the Canon of the New Teſtament. In 4 
Letter to a Friend. Octavo. Price 60. | 
The Great Duty of Univerſal Dove and Charity. A Sermon { 
Preached before the Queen, at St Fames's Chapel. On Sunday } 


December the zoth, 1705 Price d. mw 
A Letter to Mr. Dodwell ; Wherein all the Arguments in hi j 
Epiſtolary Diſcourſe againſt the Immortality of the Soul are particu « 
larly anſwered, and the Jageroene of the Fathers concerning 
har matter truly repreſented. The Third Edition Pr. ts, FF 
— Defenſe of it. Price 64. e n 


. 24 Defenſe. Prięe '64. 3% Pong 
Jacobi Rohaulri Phyfiea. Latinę vertit, recenſuit, & uberic 
zibus jam Annotationibus ex illuſtriffimi Haaci Neutoni Phild o 
ſophia maximam partem hauſtis;-amplificavir & -ornavit. Aq a; 
cedunt etiam in hac ſecunda Editiene,..novz aliquot Tabulza 
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even Diſcourſes, concerning che-Shormeſs ef Humane Cha- 


riry, The perfection of the Metcy: of Ged. The difference. 
of Times with reſpect co Religion. The Joy which che Righs = 
tèbus have in God. The ſecret Blaſting 6k Men. The Inſtructive 85 : 


Diſcipline of God. The Danger of Unfaſchfulneſs to God. The 


Malignity of Popery. The Decęitſulneſs of Fin, 'The,, Conver-  - 


ſion of a Sinner. Alſo, the Prayer uſed before Sermon. Vol. 
The 2d Edir. | | 


The Neceſſary Repentance of a Sinner. The Pxerciſe and Pro- 


greſs of a Chriſtian. The Frailty of Humane Nature. The Ju- 
ſtice of one towards another The Nature of Salvatian by 
Chriſt; Cc. Being Twenty Sermons, Vol. III. 10 
6 Several Diſcourſes, concerning the moral part of Religion Rein- 
orced 
Death 7 The Mediation of Chriſt, the Grand. Inſtication 
of God. The Arguments by which Men ſhould be p c 
Reconcile unto God. The Eſſence of Religion, a Diſpoſition for 


God. The: Decency of Life recommended by Religion. The 
glorious Evidence and Power of Divine Truth, The Venerable 
Nature, and Tranſcendane Eenefit of the Chriſtian Religion. 


The Abſblute Neceffity of Religious Obedienec, and unavoidable 
perdition of the Diſobed ient. The Illuſttiaus Manifeſtations of 
God, and the Inexcuſab e ignorance of Men. | 
gratitude of the Profane and Irreligious. The Miſerable Dege- 
n@tcy of Men through their Affectation of Atheiſm; and practiſe 
of Wickedneſs The Direful Vengeance which falls upon the 
Souls bf Incorrigible Sinners. That choſe who are truly Religious 
will be delivered from all dangerous Errours about Religion, 
That the Unity of the Church is carefully maintained by all Gale: 
who are findes Gi nn 
Several Diſcourſes, of Whatſoever things. are True, t. The 
fourth and laſt Volume. All Four by the Reverend and Learned 
Benjamin Whitchcote, D. D. ſorhetime Miniſter of St. Lawrence 
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Jury, London. Examined and Corrected by his own Notes; and 


Publiſhed by John Jeffery, D. D. Arch- Deacon of Norwich, price 


35g. each Volume. TY, S. GA” 
Contetſio, five Declaratio, Sententiæ Paſtorum, qui in Federato ' - 
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ms Chriſtiane, 127. Price 1's. 6. lf. 
Dictionarium Sacrum ſeu Religioſum. A Dictionary of all Reli - 
gions, Ancient and Andern whether Fewiſh, Pagan, Chriſtian 
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Orders and Communicies. [VI Sacred Rires, Utenſiis and Feſtis! 
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